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Current Topics. 


The Lord Chief Justice and the Peace Conference. 


THe rumour that Lord Reapinc is to be one of the British 
representatives at the Peace Conference suggests the question 
whether the Government are acting wisely in leaving the office 
of Lord Chief Justice for so long a time in abeyance. It is, 
we imagine, unlikely that the work of the Conference will 
be finished before next summer, and there are matters of 
such difficulty to be adjusted that the deliberations may con 
ceivably last much longer. But it will be inconvenient on 
many grounds if the definitive treaty of peace is long delayed, 
and the case may be met by referring points requiring special 
adjustment to special commissions. But if the peace comes 
next summer the King’s Bench Division will have been for 
eighteen months without a head, and even then we should 
think it somewhat doubtful whether Lord Reapine will take 
We know from the promotion of Lord 
Cave that the State is not bare of offices with which to 
reward lawyers who have deserved well of it. And, of course, 
the leading consideration must be, not the convenience or 
wishes of a judge, however highly placed, but the proper 
conduct of the work of the King’s Bench Division. As we 
have said so much we may add, in order to avoid any mis 
understanding, that we are in no way influenced by criticisms 


up his old work 


HW which have appeared in certain papers as to the appointment 


cf Lord ReapiNe as a representative at the Conference. 


Lawyers and the Elections. 

A PERUSAL of the list of candidates at the election now 
in course of being held shews that the lawyer-politician does 
not intend to be left out of account in the new Parliament. 
Our estimate may not be quite correct, but the total of 
barristers and solicitors who have been nominated we make 
to be 157. The total of all candidates is 1.518. This does 
not include the unopposed returns, which, however, seem to 
include few lawvers. Among the 157 the Bar is largely pre- 
dominant. It gives 104 candidates to 53 from the other 
branch. Classifying according to the current political 
parties, the following is, we think, Approximately correct :— 
Barristers: Co. U., 38; Co. L., 15; L.. 29; Lab. 2: unclassi- 
fied. 20. Solicitors: Co. U-, 13; Co. L., 9; L.. 17; Leb., 4; 
9 
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unclassified, 10. We should add that the unclassified names 
are a very varied assortment, including both Unionists not 
marked Coalition and Sinn Feiners. 


Long Cases and the Business of the Courts. 

Some YEARS ago, we believe, there was a suggestion that the 
work of the Chancery Division would be facilitated if a special 
Judge was appointed for the hearing of patent actions. The 
difficulty which the suggestion was intended to meet is, 
perhaps, less marked now than it was then, but the hearing of 
the action which for the past week or more has occupied Mr. 
Justice SarGant may make it useful to refer to the matter. 
The obvious effect of such an action being placed in the ordinary 
list is that other cases are kept waiting, it may be for a long 
time, and possibly an early hearing is of importance to the 
persons concerned. It may be said that the same delay takes 
place in the case of any other action involving prolonged 
hearing. There was, for instance, the Rhodesian Gold Mining 
case last year, though that, too, was scientific in its nature. 
But it should be possible by a better arrangement of business to 
insure that long cases should be heard without unduly 
prejudicing the chances of other suitors. 


The New Statutes. 

Tue Srarutres which received the Royal Assent on 21st 
November, and which close the work of the late Parliament, 
have now been issued, and we commence to print them this 
week. Those of chief importance are the Parliament (Quali- 
fication of Women) Act, 1918 (8 & 9 Geo. 5, c. 47), which opens 
the House of Commons to women. The Affiliation Orders 
(Increase of Maximum Payment) Act, 1918 (c. 49), which 
increases to 10s. a week the sum which may be made payable 
by an affiliation order under the Bastardy Laws (Amendment) 
Act, 1872. The Act applies as well to pending as to future 
applications, and existing orders may be varied by increasing 
the amount payable thereunder to ‘‘ such a sum not exceeding 
10s. a week as the Court, having regard to all the circum- 
stances of the case, thinks proper.’’ The Act comes into force 
on Ist January next. The Representation of the People 
(Amendment) Act, 1918 (c. 50), which varies section 23 (3) of 
the Representation of the People Act, 1918, so as to allow the 
counting of votes, at an election held during the war or twelve 
months thereafter, to be postponed for eleven days from the 
close of the poll, instead of eight, and Christmas Day and cer- 
tain other special days areexcluded. The Petroleum (Produc- 
tion) Act, 1918 (c. 52), and the Tithe Act, 1918 (c. 54), which 
we notice below. The Defence of the Realm (Employment 
Exchanges) Act, 1918 (c. 58), gives power for taking land and 
buildings for purposes of demobilization and reinstatement in 
civil life, and the Ministry of Munitions Act, 1918 (c. 60), 
extends the purposes of the Ministry of Munitions to the super- 
vision and regulation of the change of industry from war to 
peace pursuits. Both of these are immediately important, and 
for convenience we print them on another page in advance of 
their appearance in the Statute pages. And we print this week 
also the Termination of the Present War (Definition) Act, 
1918 (c. 59), since the Act differs slightly from the Bill which 
was substituted at the last moment, and which we printed on 
its being passed (ante, p. 78). The date of the termination of 
the war, which is to be fixed by Order in Council, both for 
public and, except where the context otherwise requires, private 
documents, is to be ‘‘as nearly as may be the date of the 
exchange or deposit of ratifications of thé treaty or treaties of 
peace.’’ Finally, there is the Wages (Temporary Regulation) 
Act, 1918 (c. 61), which we notice below. 


The Petroleum (Production) Act. 

THE LEGAL rights in petroleum appear to be still matter of 
doubt, and if the substance is found in this country in com- 
mercial quantities questions with regard to it will probably 
come before the Courts. The only-case touching upon minerals 
in aliquid form seems to be Trinidad Asphalt Co. v. Ambard 
(1899, A. ©. 594), with respect to pitch, and that was con- 
cerned with the right of support. Minerals generally have, of 


course, always belonged to the owner of the land in which they 
are found, though at an early date the Courts found reason 
for allowing an exception in the case of gold and silver, which 
were awarded to the Crown. One reason was that gold was of 
chief use as money, and “‘ if the subject should have it, the 
law would not permit him to coin it, nor put a print 
or value upon it, for it belongs to the King only to fix the value 
of coin, and to ascertain the price of the quantity, and to put 
the print upon it, which being done, the coin becomes current 
for so much as the King has limited.’’ Another reason was, 
that if the subject should have it he ‘‘ would surpass the King 
in treasure and substance, which would make the subject 
honourable and powerful, and the King contemptible, and 
liable to be deposed or rebelled against ’’: Case of Mines (1568, 
1 Plowd., p. 316). At least these were the arguments of 
counsel, which resulted in the decision that all mines of gold 
and silver within the realm belonged to the Crown. In 
principle, of course, there is no reason why petroleum should 
not be subject to the landowner’s ordinary rights, subject to 
any variation depending on its fluid nature ; but there has been 
some feeling against allowing the State to lose this unexpected 
increment to the value of the land. That, however, is a matter 
with which the present Act does not directly deal. It only 
prohibits the searching, boring for, or getting petroleum save 
by a person acting on behalf of the Crown, or holding a licence 
under the Act for the purpose (section 1). Such licences may 
be granted by the Minister of Munitions, upon such terms and 
conditions as he thinks fit (section 2). But under the proviso 
to this section, no person is to have any right to enter on land 
for these purposes which he does not enjoy apart from the Act; 
and nothing in the Act is to ‘‘ prejudice or affect the rights, if 
any, of any person interested in any land in respect of petro: 
leum gotten through or from the land in which he is so 
interested.’’ The result seems to be somewhat the same as in 
the case of mines under copyhold land. They can only be 
worked by joint consent of lord and copyholder. So petroleum 
can only, it seems, be worked by joint consent of the Crown 
and the landowner, and the Crown is in a position to resist any 
undue claim to royalty. 


The Tithe Act, 1918. 


THE NEw Tithe Act varies both the method of ascertaining 
the annual amount of tithe rent-charge and the right of 
redemption. Under the Tithe Acts, 1836 to 1891, the annual 
amount varies with the price of wheat, barley and oats, cal- 
culated according to the weekly averages in the preceding 
seven years as published in the London Gazette; and see 
the Corn Returns Act, 1882. This system, which has been 
in force for some eighty years, has produced great fluctua- 
tions in the annual value. For two continuous terms of years 
—1858 to 1864 and 1868 to 1883—it was always above par, 
and its value per £100 has risen to £112. But the average 
over the whole period has been only £91, and the decline in 
agriculture at the close of the last century brought it down 
to £66. Subsequently it increased, reaching in 1915 £77, and 
the recent rise in prices has brought it once again above par. 
For the present year it is £109, and the effect of section |! 
of the Act is to fix it at that figure until Ist January, 1926. 
Thereafter the annual value will be fixed on a fifteen “vears’ 
average, instead of a septennial average. Under the Tithe 
Act, 1878, the owner of the land charged with tithe not 
exceeding 20s. has, with the approval of the Board of Agri- 
culture, the right to redeem it at twenty-five years’ purchase. 
Where the rent-charge exceeds 20s., the application for re 
demption must be made both by the landowner and the 
tithe rent-charge owner (sections 3, 4). Section 3 of the new 
Act gives the power of compulsory redemption to the land- 
owner, notwithstanding that the amoutit exceeds 20s., unless, 


direct. But, under section 4, the consideration is not to be 
twenty-five years’ purchase, but ‘‘ such an amount as may 
be agreed by the owners of the land and of the rent-chargé, 
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and im default of such agreement as may, on the application 
of the owner of the rent-charge, or of the owner of: the 
land or any part thereof, be determined by the Board,’’ in 
accordance with the provisions in the first schedule to the 
Act, to be fair compensation. According to a notice issued 
by the Board, this means that the consideration money for 
redemption at the present time in an average case is approxi- 
mately 184 years’ purchase of tithe rent-charge attached 
to a benefice, and 16} years’ purchase of other tithe rent- 
charge. “ Under section 5 settlement moneys are applicable to 
redemption, and section 6 makes provision for charging 
redemption money on the land in cases where it is not paid 
within one month. 


The Temporary Regulation of Wages. 
OF GREATER popular interest than either the Tithe Act or 
the Petroleum Act is the Wages (Temporary Regulation) Act, 
1918. This provides, by section 1 (1), that, during the period 
of six months from the passing of the Act (21st November), 
any person, who employs in any trade or industry a workman 
of a class to which a prescribed rate of wages as defined by 
the Act is applicable, shall pay wages to the workman at a 
rate not less than the prescribed rate applicable to his case, 
or such other rate as may be substituted for it by an award 
of the interim court of arbitration, or by an agreement 
approved by the Minister of Labour. A breach of the provi- 
sion is punishable by a fine of £5 a day, and an agreement 
for the payment of wages in contravention of the section is 
void. Section 2 provides for the constitution of an interim 
court of arbitration, which will sit in divisions, and the 
Minister of Labour may refer to the court for advice any 
matter arising under the Act. The prescribed rate of wages 
is, as respects men and boys, to be that generally applicable 
in the particular trade or industry on 11th November last ; 
with special provisions as to women and girls. In proceed- 
ings under the Act for failure to pay wages as required by 
the Act the employer may be required to pay the wages due 
»in addition to the fine. The intention of the statute is, of 
course, to maintain wages at the current rate during the 
*time of dislocation in industry caused by the transition from 
war to peace conditions. But we do not find any provision 
for compensating employers who are thus bound to carry on 
their business at a loss. This observation is very possibly due 
to our ignorance of financial or industrial matters, but it 
suggests itself as relevant. 
Trusts of Nominal Reversions. , 

THe Practice of taking mortgages of leaseholds by sub- 
demise is well established, though it may be questioned 
whether the difficulties of title which it causes have any real 
compensation in the supposed advantages. The main advan- 
tage is that the mortgagee escapes personal liability under 
the covenants of the lease, though whether this liability is 
in fact substantial will depend on the nature of the pro- 
perty. There is the incidental advantage, too, that in com- 
pulsory registration districts the mortgage sub-term cannot 
be registered, and we understand that this is the means of 
keeping it off the register, both while vested in the mort- 
gagee and after a sale by him, unless the purchaser chooses 
to get in the nominal reversion. But it seems, from the 
case of Re Caine’s Mortgage Trusts (reported elsewhere), to 
have been regarded as doubtful whether, on the bankruptey 
of the mortgagor, the nominal reversion, held in trust for 
the mortgagee and his assigns, vests in the trustee in bank- 
Tuptcy or remains, as trust property, in the mortgagor. It 
seems, however, that where a bankrupt has any beneficial in- 
terest in the property it passes under the Bankruptcy Act 
to his trustee (Morgan v. Swansea Urban Sanitary Authority, 
§Ch. D., p. 585; St. Thomas’s Hospital v. Richardson, 1910, 
1K. B., p. 277), and in the case of a trust of the nominal 
Teversion, the mortgagor has a beneficial interest by reason 
of his equity of redemption. Accordingly, the nominal re- 
Version passes to the trustee in bankruptcy, and, if the mort- 


gagee exercises his power of sale, so that the equity of re- 
demption is extinguished, then the trustee, or—as in the 
present case-—an assignee from him, holds in trust for the pur 
chaser from the mortgagee; with the result that if a con 
veyance from the assignee cannot be got, the Court will 
make a vesting order. Probably the practice of taking mort 
gages by sub-demise is used too freely 


Damages for Wrongful Dismissal of Domestic 
Servant, 

Tue Divisionat Court, in the case of Lindsay vy 
Hotel Co. (Limited) (reported elsewhere), seem to have over- 
ruled Gordon v. Potter (1859, 1 F. & F. 644), while apparently 
supposing they were following it. The latter case was tried at 
the Liverpool Assizes by the then Mr. Justice H1iu. He directed 
the jury that a domestic servant discharged without reason 
was entitled to the wages accruing up to the time of her dis- 
charge, and to a calendar month's wages in addition, but not 
to board wages for the month. This is not reconcilable with 
the decision of the Divisional Court (Bray, J., and Avory, J.), 
who have held in Lindsay v. Queen's Hotel Uo, (Limited) that 
the servant is entitled to the wages accrued due and also to 
board wages for the period during which she was prevented 
from serving by the wrongful dismissal, but not to a further 
month’s wages in lieu of notice. The Divisional Court 
drew a distinction between the right of the employer to give 
a bare month's wages instead of notice, and his liability to 
pay for his breach of contract and wrongful dismissal. If he 
takes the latter course he must pay on the general principle 
that the measure of damages is the actual loss sustained. But 
that was not at all the sort of distinction Mr. Justice Hit. took 
sixty years ago, though it was upon the strength of so venerable 
a case that the defendants in Lindsay v. Queen s Hotel Co 
(Limited) maintained that they were not liable for hoard 
wages. 


(ucen’s 


The Abolition of Law Courts. 

THosrt wuHo have read SHAKESPEARE’S account of the rebel 
lion of Jack CapE may remember the bloodthirsty proposal 
of Dick the butcher, a follower of Cape: ‘‘ The first thing 
we do, let us kill all the lawyers ’’; to which Capx replied, 
““ Nay, that I mean to do.’’ Other instances, we are sorry 
to say, are to be found in history and fiction of this unreason 
ing dislike of the profession, particularly that of the Emperor 
Napo.eon i., who, no doubt, regarded the Bar as a serious 
obstacle to the exercise of arbitrary dominion. One of the 
latest instances is that of the Extremists in Russia, who 
have, it seems, made a decree abolishing all law courts from 
the Senate to the county tourts, and have even proceeded to 
the abolition of the Bar. If, however, the statement of 
Suytock is true, ‘‘ You take my life if you do take the 
means whereby I live,’’ a formal decree for the abolition of 
the Bar was scarcely necessary, as its existence could not 
be separated from that of the courts. And whatever may 
be the opinion of a fluctuating body of revolutionists, it may 
be contrasted with that of the English-speaking communities 
of the world, in all of which the highest political honours 
have been obtained by members of the Bar. It may be 
added that the Russian example is hardly likely to be fol 
lowed in Germany, where there are signs that the revolution 
will proceed in an orderly manner. And the influence of a 
long line of distinguished jurists should count for a good 
deal, though that is not conclusive, for Russia has names 
eminent in jurisprudence as well. In any case, the interrup- 
tion of the normal processes of law, and of the study and 
practice of the law, can, in a civilized country, only be 
temporary. 








Messrs. Longmans will publish early in January three lectures, 
recently delivered by Professor Oppenheim before the University of 
Cambridge, on “A League of Nations.”’ Professor Oppenheim 
believes that after the map of Europe has been redrawn by the 
coming Peace Congress, the third Conference ought to assemble at 
The Hague for the purpose of establishing the League of Nations, and 
supplying it with the rudiments of an organization, 
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Sir Philip Gregory. 


Aw old pupil of Sir Paitip Grecory sends us the following 
appreciation, which we are glad to have the opportunity of 
printing : 

May I be allowed to record the great debt of gratitude 
which we, his old pupils, owe to Sir Puitip Grecory, and the 
deep sorrow we are sharing in the loss, not only of our master 
in the law, but of a friend ever ready and eager to help us in 
al) our perplexities by placing his ripe experience and profound 
knowledge of the principles of equity unreservedly at our 
service, 

I have known S'r Puivip intimately for the past five-and- 
twenty years, and have had the great privilege of working for 
and with him. Numberless instances recur to me in which, 
when, overburdened as he was with a very large and responsible 
practice, he has given several hours to a young member of the 
Bar who has come for advice on some difficult point of con- 
veyancing, or obscure application of a rule of equity. 
Grecory never put a man off with a perfunctory assent, or a 
superficial answer. He would have the cases out ; the table and 
floor would be strewn with text-books and authorities ; he would 
deal with the difficulty brought to him with that thoroughness 
and minute examination of detail that characterised all his 
work. Finally he would send the young man off with a cheery 
word of encouragement, and the next time they met would be 
bound to ask how the case had fared. 

Ip was impossible to know him and his work without admir- 
ing, not only his inimitable skill as a draftsman and his pro- 
found grasp of principle, but also the man himself. It is but 
the bare fact to say of him that everyone who had even a slight 
acquaintance with him liked him, while all who knew him well 
loved him. His friends turned to him in joy and sorrow, 
prosperity and adversity, and he never failed them in sym- 
pathy and help. He will live in our memory as the ideal of a 
great-hearted English gentleman. 


National Sovereignty and the 
League of Nations. 


Ir is not, perhaps, too much to say that the one subject which 
should dominate all others in the coming peace negotiations is 
the project for the establishment of a League of Nations, which, 
if it does not abolish war in the future, will at least reduce to a 
minimum the possibility of a catastrophe similar to the present. 
One of the difficulties which has been suggested, and which we 
believe is regarded in some quarters as serious, is the effect of 
such a League upon the sovereignty of the States forming its 
constituent parts. It has been pointed out that the League of 
Nations is nothing more than a very old formula restored to 
circulation under a new name: see the. article by M. 
Srienopos on ‘‘ The Obstacle of National Sovereignty ’’ in 
The New Hurope, Vol. vi., p. 356; but the same writer says 
that the peace to which the world is looking forward cannot be 
founded on a supreme authority like the Pax Britannica in 
India. And yet he sees great difficulty in overcoming the 
spirit of nationalism sufficiently to make a League practicable. 
Even without going so far as to erect an over-lordship, the 
federation required would, in his view, be incompatible with 
the retention of national sovereignty :— 


“* Membership of a League of Nations, either on a universal basis 
or in the reduced form of a League between the present Allies, 
implies a renunciation of the unrestricted use of force, a submis- 
sion of the individual will to the collective judgment of the League, 
and a readiness to rely on the good faith of all the associated 
peoples. In a word, it would be the abandonment of sovereignty.” 








And later : — 
‘A League of Nations is a revolution comparable to the great 
political revolutions of the past, for it would yy, the fall of a 
sovereignty. That is not, of course, a reason for renouncing the 
project ; the very reverse! But it is a warning that we shall find 
vast obstacles in our path.’ 


SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, p. 749), when noticing the paper by 
Protessor SIMEON KE. BALDWIN, of Yale University, tormerly 
Cmet Justice of Connectucut, on ‘The JDnvision ot! 
Sovereignty ’’ in /nternational Law JN otes tor last June. He 
quoted various instances in which a division of sovereignty has 
taken place, though some—such as the relations between the 
Federai and State Authorities in the United States—seem to 
approach too near to thie predominance of a central authority 
to ve useful for the present purpose. The United States, he 
pointed out, exercises certain of the powers of sovereignty 
within a State, and the State exercises others : — 

“Each, for instance, has the right of eminent domain as to 
any particular piece of property which it needs for public use, 
although, if Loth brought condemnation proceedings, those in favour 
of the United States would probably prevail, though later in date.”’ 

And in support of this view he cites the opimion of tie 
Supreme Court in Kohl v. United States (91 U. 5. 367). The 
example suggests not very welcome possibilities in tie 
event of ‘‘tne common sense of most’’ failing to hold 
‘a fretful realm in awe,”’ and a consequent resort to force. 
We should then have a supreme federal authority exercising 
powers under Defence of the World Regulations, and claiming 
tc take possession of private property. A compensating 
advantage would be that claims to compensation could be 
decided de novo, and not, as we believe 1s happening in tle 
De Keyser’s Hotel case, by reference to interminable records of 
a bygone day. 

But of more importance, perhaps, than eitRer of the articles 
referred to above is that by Sir FREDERICK PoLLock ou 
‘Sovereignty and the League of Nations’’ in tlie current 
Fortnightly Review. He commences with an attempt to get 
rid of the ambiguity occasioned by the ute of the words 
‘* sovereignty ’’ and ‘‘ independence.’’ A State, in his view, 
may be sovereign, but not independent, and he regards the 
case of the States of the United States, to which we have just 
referred, asof this nature :— 

‘It is current American usage to call the individual States of 
the Union sovereign, notwithstanding that they are subject in 
the last resort to whatever new authority may yet be conferred 
on the President or on Congress, or whatever new laws of general 
application may be enacted by amendments to the Constitution of 
the United States.’’ 

And sovereignty, whether nominal or substantial, has been 
reserved to constituent States elsewhere, as in Germany. ‘So 
long,’’ says Sir FREDERICK, “‘as a State retains the usual 
attributes of supreme power within its own territory, and con- 
tinues to exercise that power in its own government and affairs, 
there is no obvious necessity for denying it the name of 
sovereign.’’ In other words, sovereignty looks rather at the 
relations between the State and its subjects ; independence at its 
relations to other States. At the same time, as he points out, 
the Court of Appeal missed this distinction in Mighell v. 
Sultan of Johore (1894, 1 Q. B. 149), and treated the Sultan 
as sovereign and independent. He was, indeed, by treaty, 
bound not to negotiate treaties, or to enter into any engage 
ment with any foreign State, and he was to be protected from 
external attack. Yet the Colonial Office certified that Johore 
was an independent State, and that the defendant was the 
sovereign ruler thereof, and probably the Court of Appeal were 
bound by this certificate. 

But Sir Frepertck Pottocx observes that neither the 
Colonial Office nor the Court of Appeal has authority over the 


English language : — 
‘An inquiry directed to the India Office whether the native 
princes of India were independent would surely have had a different 
answer. In that Department it would be held erroneous to as: ribe 
independence to the Nisam of Haiderabad, and no less erroneous 
to deny him the attribute of sovereignty; and that, I conceive, 8 
the good English of the matter. It seems, therefore, that — 
we are discussing the derogation fram the rights of an independen 
State which must or may be incident to joining a League of Nati 
it will be better to avoid ‘sovereignty’ as an ambiguous 
disputed term, and speak only of independence ; better still, if we 
can bear in mind that the question is not of words, but to what extent 
the parties to a League of Nations must undertake to fetter their 
discretion in exercising the rights allowed to independent States by 


ons, 
and 





We referred to the above article some time back (62 
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accepted usage, and whether in these necessary restraints there is 
anything unreasonable or excessive, having regard to the importance 
of the end to be attained.”’ 
The question, therefore, is whether in the project for a 
League of Nations, as this is finally put before civilized States 
ior their acceptance, there is anything constituting such an 
infringement of national independence as to be hurtful to the 
constituent nations, taking each nation as a whole, and 
as representative of its individual inhabitants. For it al! 
comes in the last resource to the question of the individual. 
An instructive commentary on the article by M. SE1GNosos, 
referred to above, is contained in an article on ‘‘ The Price of 
the ‘ Society of Nations’’’ by Mr. W. ALIson PHILLIPs in 
The New Europe of 5th December, and we gather that he thinks 
that the surrender by Great Britain of the ‘‘ power to determine 
herself what line it would be right, just, and expedient to take 
in given circumstances ’’ would be too high a price. But this 
is an appeal rather to prejudice than to reason. No doubt a 
case might arise in which any State might repudiate the 
authority of the League, just as there are individuals who, as 
Lord Hucu Cecit has reminded us, place conscience above tae 
law. But in the common understanding which the League of 
Nations supposes, no one State would be entitled to force its 
own point of view. 
As a matter of fact, as Sir FrepErick PoLLock points out, 
there are already examples of the restriction of rights as 
between independent States which suggest the possibility of the 
League: 
““A treaty for the limitation of armaments, namely, of vessels 
of war on the Great Lakes, has long been in force between Great 
Britain and the United States, and it is commonly believed that 
those Powers are still independent. Moreover, an obligation to 
go to war in certain events is just as much a restraint on a State's 
sovereign discretion as an obligation not to go to war; and “such 

an obligation is imposed by every treaty of Slinss.™ 
And the conclusion at which he arrives is: 


“Thus there seems to be nothing amounting to denial of in 
dependence in the obligation that members of a League of Nations 
would undertake— 

(a) Not to make war without the sanction of the League; 

(6) To take measures, by breaking off diplomatic relations, 
economic pressure, or active warfare, against any State violating 
the foregoing rules, or any State external to the League attack 
ing a member of it; “ 

(ec) To reduce its armaments as part of a general scheme, 
or to submit the future production of warlike material to the 
control of some common authority.” 

As suggested above, ‘‘ sovereignty ’’ is only important for 
_the advantages it confers. Every agreement limiting freedom 
of action, whether on the part of an individual or a State, is 
In view 
of the calamities of war, the advantages of a League of Nations 
are obviously of prime importance. The disadvantages of a 
restriction of sovereignty are not so obvious. 


Correspondence. 


Settlement of Cases by Arrangement. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—I read with great interest the editorial article which 
appeared in last week’s Soricrrors’ JourNAL aND WEEKLY 
Rerorter under the heading ‘‘ Settlement of Cases by Arrange- 
ment.’’ . 

It has always appeared to me that at least 90 per cent. of the 
cases which are, so to speak, settled in the corridors of the Court 
should have been settled in the inception of litigation “between 
solicitors."’ I am also of opinion that a very considerable percentage 
of the cases which are fought out in the various divisions of the 
Supreme Court should also unquestionably haye been settled either 
on the inception of the action or early in the proceedings “ between 
solicitors.” 

One reason against early settlements being arrived at is, no 
doubt, the one which fs referred to in the editorial article I am 
dealing with. There are, of course, other explanations, namely, 
& litigious spirit existing in the parties and a litigious attitude of 
mind existing in their legal advisers. In this connection I recollect 
4 very eminent deceased solicitor, who practised in a large pro- 


as Notaries Public 


vineial town, who was reputed almost to force his clients to a 
settlement, arranging al] disputes, as he used to say, “over a 
biscuit and a glass of sherry.’’ : 

As it nappens, I just recently have had practical experience of a 
case which is a perfect object lesson of the mischief which exists 
and which should be remedied. Clients consulted their solicitors 
in respect of a mercantile dispute. The eolicitors, having examined 
into the case, formed the opinion that it was eminently one that 
should be settled in conference between the parties ‘and their 
advisers, and accordingly they wrote to the solicitors représenting 
the other side, setting forth the gist of their cliente’ claim oan 
urging that a conference between the parties should be held in 
the presence of their legal advisers, with the object of arriving at a 
settlement. .To this letter came a peremptory refusal, the 
suggested action being described as absolutely unfounded and the 
suggestion of there being any need for a conference absurd, A writ 
was then issued, and the case proceeded on the usual lines up to 
trial. Heavy briefs were prepared and delivered to an array of 
eminent sounsel, The case was the subject of a corridor settlement 
on the day of the trial on more or less the exact lines which the 
solicitors who had suggested a conference had originally conceived. 
Iam informed that the aggregate costes on both sides amounted te 
not less than between six and seven thousand pounds. I venture 
to say that cases such as this—and there are many 
absolute scandals in the profession . 

[ have not carefully thought out what remedy could be apnlied, 
but it occurs to me that, anyhow, a partial remedy is to be found 
by utilising the existing procedure under the Summons for 
Directions. I would suggest that an Order of Court should be 
made that, on Summons for Directions, the Master : 

(a) Should at any stage have a discretion to direct that a con- 
ciliatory meeting should be held before him, the parties and their 
solicitors attending. 

(b) That any party to an action should have the right to apply to 
the Master under the Summons for Directiotis for a direction that 
a conciliatory meeting should be ordered 

(c) That, In the event of the r meciliat ry 
abortive, the Master should report to the Court, ‘for use at the 
trial, as regards the meeting. My object in suggesting “ (c) ’ would 
be that, when dealing with the question of costs, the judge might 
be in a position to penalize a party who had unreasonably resisted 
a settlement Ricnarp Kine 

Temple-chambers, Temple-avenue, E.C 


10th December, 1918 
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Conditions of Admission of Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. } 


Sir,—It occurs to me that the present moment is an onnortune 
one for reconsidering the terms of admission to the solicitons’ 
profession, or, at all events, the issue of practising certificates. 
Apart from the fact that reform was already needed before the 
war to check the unrestrained and promiscuous overcrowding, there 
is now every prospect of a further influx on the part of women. 

If we are to have the drastic innovation lastly referred to, could 
not the lesser one which I am about to suggest be adopted? And, 
indeed, does not the one render the other imperative ? 

It seems clear that the nature of the examinations to be passed 
by, and perhaps also the financial stake required of, an entrant 
are not of sufficient import to discourage persons who have no real 
openings for them from embarking on what must be, in their cases, 
a somewhat rash and often regretted enterprise 

To anyone who has had experience of some of the smaller law 
offices not of the first standing, the only conclusion possible is 
that many of them could be dispensed with, without disadvantage 
to anyone concerned, including the principals themselves, and ‘oe 
prestige and credit of the profession. Some of these businesses are 
not genuine solicitors’ businesses at all, as a case reported in the 
Times a few days since well illustrates, The cutting of fees, which 
ought not to be allowed, is one result of the scramble for business 
Not the least of the ewile to be remedied is the existence of 
“ sweated ’’ staffs, a state of affairs scarcely to be avoided in offices 
where there is a continual and not always successful effort to make 
profits meet expenses 

My suggestion, put as briefly as possible, is that one of the two 
following alternatives, or possibly a combination of both, should 
be adopted :— 

(a) The number of practising certificates to be issued should be 
fixed at either the pre-war or the present number, and no increase 























allowed except on evidence that in any given locality it is desirable 


to appoint additional practitioners, The evidence required might be 
similar to that produced in the case of applicants for admission 
outside London 
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The number of vacancies caused by deaths, retirements, etc., to 
be filled up by examination, in order of merit. Li there should be 
100 vacancies in a year the 100 candidates obtaiming the most 
marks would obtain practising certificates. Part of the examina- 
tion should consist of an interview with the Council of the Law 
Society, for obvious reasons 

(b) That candidates (though not limited in numbers) should have 
their candidature indorsed in such a way that the Council would 
be satisfied that some real opening in the profession, or genuine 
prospect of one, lay ahead, and that a substantial deposit be made 
by or on behalf of the candidate (ihe income to be paid to the 
depositor, and the capital returned to him on certain conditions 
being subsequently complied with) as a kind of guarantee. 

Suggestion (b) follows the idea underlying admission to institu 
tions such as the London Stock Exchange, but in these democratic 
days (a) would probably find more favour 

Possibly neither are needed, but I should be glad to know your 
readers’ views, so that if any support is evidenced for mine they 
might be brought to the official knowledge of the Law Society. 

H. Arnotp Woottey. 

High Lea, Wembley, Middlesex. 

6th December, 1918 





An Epitome of Recent Decisions on 
the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906. 


By H. Lancrorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law. 
(Cases decided since the last Epitome, Vol. 62, p. 601.) 
(2) DECISIONS ON THE BASIS OF COMPENSATION. 


Port of London Authority v. Gray (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, 
M.R., Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., 31st October, 1918). 


Facts.—A workman who had injured his leg by accident, and had 
been in receipt of full compensation for a long period, enksted in the 
Army, atteetang under the Derby scheme and being called up to th 
colours in June, 1916. He remained in the Army for nearly two years, 
rece:ving Je. a week pay, rations agreed to be worth lls., and 12s. a 
week separation allowance was paid to hs wife until February, 1917, 
when om the berth of another child it was inereased to 19s. a week. 
Before the accident the workman's average earnings were £2 a week. 
and it was admitted that whilst in the Army he was only partially 
incapacitated for work. On an application to review the compensation 
payable for the period when the workman was in the Army, the 
employers clacmed that all he was entitled to was the balance after 
deduction from £2 of Ws. up to February, 1917, and 37s, after that 
date, and the county court judge decided in favour of this contention. 


Decision.—The judge was right. Whatever the man was earning, 
whether in civil employment or in the Army, must be deducted under 
Schedu'e I. (3), and no distinction could be drawn between pay, ration 
allowance and separation allowance. As the man was actually receiving 
money and it was not suggested he was able to earn more, no questa n 
arose 48 to “‘ suitable employment.’’ (From note taken in court. Case 
reported Soxicitors’ JOURNAL, 9th November, 1918, at p. 54; L.J. 
newspaper, 23rd November, 1918, Supp., p. 84; L.7'. newspaper, Sth 
November, 1918, p. 21; W.N., 1918, p. 350 


Wild v. John Brown d& Co. (Limited) (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, 
M.R., Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., Ist and 4th November, 
1918). 

Facts.-A miner was employed during part of his time as delegate 
of his branch of a miners’ trade union, and also as an inspector under 
section 16 of the Coal Mines Act, 1911, and occasionally as an inspector of 
abnormal working places, for all of which services he received payment 
from the workmen's fund. The workman was injured by accident whale 
working as 4 miner. In estimating his ‘average weekly earnings” ‘for 
ascertaining: the amount of compensation, he claimed that the remunera 
tion he received from these three employments should be taken imto 
account as earnings in ** concurrent contracts of service.”’ 


Dectsion.—A person elected as a ck legate, free to exercise his inde- 
pendent judgment in certain matters which came before the council. was 
not under a contract of service either with the branch or the associatéon. 

w Was an mepector actang as the servant of this fellow-workmen 
under any contract constituting the relationship of master and servant, 
and thérefore his earnings in these employments could not be taken into 
consideration in computang cofipensation payable by the mine-owners 
(Case utes Sorrerrors’ JournaL, 16th November, 1918, at p. 67; 
W.N., 23rd November, p. 345; 1.7 newspaper, 16th November, p. 43; 
L.J. newspaper, 23rd November, 1918, Supp., p. 85.) 


Calver v. Groom & Symonds (C.A.: Swinfen Eady, M.R.. 
Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., 29th October, 4th and 5th 
November, 1918). 





Facts.—A workman had for several years been engaged by a firm for 
the malting season, usually from October to March. As a malteter’s 
labourer he was paid about £2 a week. For the rest of the year he 
worked as a farm labourer, earning about 25s. a week and £10 harves: 
money. During the malting season of 1917-18 he was again engaged by 
the maltster, but had only worked between three and four weeks w! 
he met with am accident causing total incapacity. The county court 
judge rejected the workman's contention that his compensation shou'\d 
be on the basie of his earnings as a malteter’s labourer as being un 
on the employers. He estimated the man’s total earnings in both occu; 
tions for the year and gave his award on that basis. 

Dectsion.—The county court judge on the matemals before him hud 
maniféstly come to the conclusion that, it being impracticable in the 
present case at the date of the accident to compute a rate of remuners 
tion, regard must be had to the proviso to sect. 2 (a), which direct 
that in such circumstances the arbitrator should adopt the course “* best 
caleulated to give the rate per week at which the workman was berng 
remunerated.”” That here he had made the best and fairest estimate 
that he could of the workman’s ‘‘ average weekly earnings,”’ and tlie 
award must stand, (Case reported Soricrrors’ JournaL, 16th N 
ember, 1918, p. 68; L.7'. newspaper, 16th November, 1918, p. 42; 1./ 
newspaper, 7th December, 1918, p. 417.) 


Jones vy. International Anthracite Collieries (Limited) (C.A.: 
Swinfen Eady, M.R., Duke, L.J., and Evé, J., 6th and 
7th November, 1918). 
A miner who had been incapacitated for some time by 
miner’s nystagmus claimed compensation. He was paid by the tonnage 
raised by him, according to a price list. On that basis the average 
weekly earnings were £3 2s. 2d. But the employers beforé payment 
amy week’s wages deducted the actual net cost of the blastang powder 
supplied by them to and used by the miner during the week, and which, 
if required, they were bound by law to supply at cost price. — 
average weekly cost of such powder was 6s. 6d. The county court judg 
held that he ought to deduct this sum to arrive at the average. week y 
earnings of the workman, which he therefore estimated at £2 15s. 8d 
Decision.—The judge was right. The cost of the powder out 
which nether he nor the employers made any profit was not- part 
his earnings, the remuneration of his labour, and must be deducted in 
ascertaining the basis of compensation. | (From note taken wm cou 
Case neported Sorictrors’ JOURNAL, 23rd November, 1918, p. 
W.N., 16th November, 1918, p. 337; L.J. newspaper, 30th November, 
1918, p. 409; L.7’. newepaper, 30th November, 1918, p. 7.) 


(3) DECISION ON CASES OF INDUSTRIAL DISEASE. 

T. Wilson v. Blyth Shipbuilding and Dry Docks Co. (Limited) 
(C.A.: Swinfen Eady, M.R., Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., 
29th October, 1918).- 

Facts.—A workman employed as a riveter’s holder-up contracted beat 
hand (subcutaneous cellulitis of the hand) and obtained a certificate from 
the certifying surgeon, In the amended schedule of industrial diseases 
the process mentioned in the second column opposite to the description 
of this disease is ‘‘ mining.’’ The employers contended that, unless a 
workman suffering from this disease contracted it in fhe process ol 
‘mining ”’ the Act gave him no right to compensation. 

Deciston.—The true construction of sect. 8 (2) was that an emp." 
men mentioned in the second column was not intended to limit the 
right of compensation as contended by the employers, but was inter led 
to give the workman the additional advantage of not having to prove 
that he contracted the disease at or immediately before the date of 
disablement fixed by the certificate. (Case reported 62 SoLicrToRs 
JournaL, 16th November, 1918, p. 67; W.N., 23rd November, p: 344; 
L.1. newspaper, 23rd November, p. 58; L.J. newspaper, 23rd Nov 
ember, 1918, Supp., p. 84.) 


Chippendale v. High Explosives (Limited), of Lytham (C.A.: 
Swinfen Eady, M.R., Duke, L.J., and Eve, J., 3lst 
October, 1918). 

Facts.—A workman employed in a munition factory obtained a certi- 
ficate from the certifying surgeon that he was suffering from T.\ fr. 
poisoning, and claimed ‘compensation for incapacity caused by this 
industrial disease as being due to the nature ofthe employment. The 


Facts. 


} 


employers proved that as they did not make T.N.T. he could not liave 
been affected with the certified disease in their employment. rhe 
workman then sought to prove that he was really suffering from poison- 

m- 


ing by nitric fumes, and that the certificate that he had T.N.T. px 
ing was a mistake of the surgeon. The county court judge held that he 
could not go behind the certificate, and dismissed the application 

Decision.—The judge was right. The certificate given was 
ind could not be disputed once it had been used to support the app 'ica- 
tion. But a fresh certificate could be obtained, and a new application 
founded upon it by the workman. (From note taken in court. Case 
reported L.7'. newspaper, 9th November, 1918, p. 21.) 


[To be continued. | 











Richmond Town Council have invited Lord Cave to be the 
honorary freeman of the borough. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re CONSTABLE’S SETTLED ESTATES. No. 1. 
October ; 4th December. 
SETTLEMENT—DISENTAILING DrED—RESETTLEMENT—TENANT FOR LIFE 
Worps IN RESETTLEMENT PuRPORTING To Restore OricinaL Lirt 
EstaTe—ExTEeNDED POWERS UNDER ReESETTLEMENT—PRESERVATION 
or ORIGINAL POowerRs—OricinaL Lire Estate Conveyep AWAY 
SerTTLeD LaNp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), ss. 2, 28, 38, anp 50 
Ly a wil made in 1870 real estates were settled to uses 
U. was tenant for life in possession, In 1895 U'. exercised by deed 
powers of charging conferred by the will in favour of his wife and 
family, and in 1912 the property, subject to the charges created, was 
disentaided and resettled to the use of UC. and his assigns in restoration 
of the life estate limited to him by the will, with all the original power: 
annexed thereto, and certain extended powers over the property re 
settled, with remainder to the use of Cos eldest son for life, with re 
maunders over. On an application by CU. for a declaration that he wae 
tenant for life under the resettlement, 
Held (reversing the decision of Sargant, J.) that U., 


15th and 16th 


under which 


having conve ye d 


away his estate for life under the will, was now tenant for life under | 


the resettlement only with the extended powers over thi property sub- 
ject thereto, but also with all the original powers over the property 
settled by the will, these being incapable of assignment or release. 

Re Cornwallis-West and Munro's Contract (1903, 2 C/A. 150) 
ruled, 


Alexander v. Mills (L. 2. 6 Ch. 124) applied 


Appeal by the applicant from a judgment of Sargant, J. (reported 
62 Soxicirors’ JOURNAL, 718), on an originating summons asking to 
have it determined that he was tenant for life under a settlement dated 
22nd October, 1912, within the meaning of the Settled Land Acts, and 
as such could exercise all the statutory powers and all the extended 
powers conferred by the said settlement upon the tenant for life for 
the time being. By the will of Sir Thomas Constable, made in 1869, 
certain real estates in the counties of York, Durham and Stafford were 
settled unto and upon certain uses and trusts under which, in the events 
which had happened, the applicant, Colonel Raleigh Chichester,Con 
stable, was tenant for life; with divers remainders ofer. The will con 
tained a power for every tenant for life to charge the estates with a 
_jinture rent-charge not exceeding £1,000 a year in favour of his wife, 
and with portions not exeeeding £15,000. The testator died in 1870 
The applicant was married on 28th November, 1888, and by an inden 
"ture dated 18th January, 1895,-he exercised the powers of charging 
contained in the will in favour of his wife and children. There was 
issue of the marriage an eldest son, Captain Constable, and five younger 
children. 
estates were assured by Colonel Constable and Captain Constable, sub 
ject to charges and incumbrances, and to the estates and charges prior 


to and the powers overreaching the estate or estates in tail male, to | 


such uses and in such manner as they should jointly appoint. By an 
indenture of resettlement dated 22nd October, 1912, the settled estates 
were appointed and limited, subject to certain mortgages and the 
family charges for jointufe and portions, to such uses as Colonel Con 
table and Captain Constable should jointly appoint, and subject 
thereto, and subject to certain rent-charges thereby limited to Captain 
Constable, to the use of Colonel Constable and his assigns in restoration 
and by way of confirmation of the life estate limited to him by the said 
will, and of all powers thereunder and all other statutory and other 
aos annexed to such life estate, and so that all such powers might, 
exercisable in Hike manner in all respects and with the same over 
teaching effect as if the said disentaiting deed and resettlement had not 
n executed, with remainder to the use of Captain Constable for life, 
with remainder to the use of his sons in tail male, with remainders over. 
. The trustees of the resettlement were appointed trustees for the pur 
poses of the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890. and it contained certain 
éxtended powers of raising money on mortgage for various purposes, and 
of applying capital moneys. Sargant, J., held, following the decision of 
arwell, J.; in Re Cornwallis-West and Munro's Contract (1903. 2 Ch. 
150), that Colonel Constable had the statutory powers of a fenant for 
life under the testator’s will, and could not at the same time be tenant 
for life of the more incumbered property subject to thé resettlement so 
% to exercise the extended powers therein contained. The applicant 
appealed. Cur. adv. vult. 


Tue Court (Swinren Eapy, M.R., Duke, L.J., and Ever 
the appeal. Its considered judgment was delivered by 


Swinren Eapy, M.R., who, after -stating the facts, proceeded : Tt 
was not disputed that the applicant still had the powers of a tenant 
for life wale the will, even if he had parted with his life estate 
Settled Land Act, 1882, s. 50 (1) and (2) but he desired to exercise 
the extended powers conferred by the resettlement, as tenant for life 
It was conc eded that those powers only extended to the estates and 
mterests thereby settled, subject to the jointure rent-charge in favour 
of Colonel Consable’s widow, and to the portions for his younger chi! 
dren and other incumbrances. It had: been held, however, that the 


J.) allowed 


Spplicant was not. a tenant for life under the resettlement, as his estate 


By a disentailing deed dated 22nd July, 1912, the settled | 





was thereby expressed to be in restoration and in confirmation of his 
life estate under the will. The rned Judge asked how he could have 
it the same time two tenancies for , one in the larger subject-matter 
f the earlier settlement, and a second in the smaller or more incum 
ettlement Sut the argument was 
met by asking how it hold that the applicant had re 
tained a continuing life estat nder the will when by the terms of 
the resettlement he had granted mveved it The legal effect was 
to give him a new life estate, a vas not prevented by saying that 
the estate ler the resettlement in restoration of his old life estate 
under the V1 see 3 «& 4 Wi 106 S 3, and Davidson Ss Pre 
cedents, 3rd edition, vol. I1l., at p. 596) Before Alexander v. Mills 
1870, L. R. 6 Ch. App. 124) an opinion prevailed that, where a tenant 
for life parted absolutely with his interest, any power of sale given to 
him or made exercisable at his request or by his direction was utterly 
destroyed, that the power b appendant to the estate was extin 
guished on its alienation : Sugden on Powers, 8th edition (1861), p. 57 
The Court of Appeal, however, in A/ezander y. Mills (supra) determined 
the contrar The obje t of inserting the il restoration and by 
ay of confirmation of '’ a previous life estate was to keep, alive the 
powers incident to the estate and conferred on the tenant for life by the 
original instrument, and that was their true operative effect, and the 
old powers remained exercisable according to the intention of the parties, 
even the ugh the old life estate was not in fact restored tlexander vy 
Ville shewed that it was unnecessary to restore the life estate to keep 
alive the powers In deciding Re Cornwallis West and Munro’a Con- 
tract, Farwell, J., purported to follow the decision of Pearson, J., in 
R Wright T ruatees and Marshall (28 Ch. D. 93) where he held that 
a second tenant for life named in a will still had the power, notwith 
standing a resettlement, of requesting a sale, and came to the conclu 
sion that he had the same life estate as he originally had He said it 
was the same point as that decided in Harrison Round 2 De G 
M. & G. 190 i case of a recovery But that case fell within the old 
common law rule that, if an estate was granted upon a condition and 
the grantor re-entered for condition broken, he was in and seized of his 
former estate Litt., s¢ 325; Co. Litt., 202a In neither Re Wright 
and Marshall nor Re Cornwallis-Weat was there ar ground for the 
application of the common law rule with regard to estates granted upon 
} conditio {His rdship then referred to He Mundy and Roper's 
Contract (1899, 1 Ch. 275, at p. 295, and proceeded :] The position was 
| the same in the present case Tt waa true that there the life estate 
| of the vendor was not in terms limited to him in restoration of his old 
life estate, but the Court (at p 294 said The object of this restora 
tidn is well known: it is to keep alive the old powers annexed to the 
life estate And see Sugden on Powers, 8th edition, at p 71 The 
old powers were, but the old use was not } 


bered interest, the subject of 


words 


restored, where the whol 
estate of the donee of the power was conveyed. The learned author 
however, took the view that as an absolute alienation of his estate by 
the tenant for life destroyed his powers, the best method of preventing 
such destruction was to hold that the old life estate remained, and the 
old use was restored, where the convevance was by way of resettlement 
Treating the decision in Re Cornwallie-Weat as determining that the 
vendor was tenant for life under the will and not under the resettle 
ment, and that he could not as tenant for life under the resettlement 
with the concurrence of the jointress and mortgagees joining to release 
their interests, convey the property in fee to a purchaser, such deci 
decision, The applicant was 
entitled to declaration that he was tenant for life under the re 
settlement, and could exercia® o1 the property thereby settled the 
powers conferred on a tenant for life bv the Settled Land Acts and by 
the resettlement.—Counser., T'omlin, K.C.. and LL. FP. Potta: G. PR 
North te Souicrrors. Collyer-Dristow Curtia, d& Coa 


Jackson, & Birks, Hull 


[Reported by H. Laxoronn Lewis, Barrieter-at-Law.) 


GERHOLD +. BAKER. 


No, 2. 2ist November 
ABSOLUTE—QUALIFIED—EVIDENCE 01 
Face or Document 
The plaintiff, who had been refused exemption 
by the local tribunal, appe dled to the appeal trib\inal 


sion was, in their lordshins’ erroneous 


for Stamp 


LipeL—PRIVILEGE MALICR ©N 


from milttary service 


While the 
was pending, the defendants, in anawer to a letter from the military 
representative, which the praintiff alleged waa a libel on 
him Darling, J., held that the letter was entitled to qual fre a, but not 
to abaolute, The jury found malice, ond awarded damages. 

Hleld, on the facts, that the privilege hut that there 
evidence on which any reasonable man could find malice, and 
entitled to j ud gme nf 


a pe al 
wrote aletter 


privilege 
was not ahaolute 
was no 
there vre the defendant wa 

Appeal by the defendant asking for judgment or new trial in an 
ction tried before Darling, J., and a special jury. The action was for 
libel The defendant pleaded privilege, and the learned Judge ruled 
that the letter complained t entitled to qualified, but not to 





| maliciously, and awarded the 


lin Essex The defendant 


ibsolute, privilege. The jury foutid that the letter is published 
plaintiff £100 damage The plaintiff 
in Lond He al ultivated a farm at St. Osyth, 
ember of the War Agricultural 


in whi itn fla 


carried on business 


ntifls tarm wae 
ted hy the Board of 
agriculture to a 
a member of the tribunal. In March 


, destri 


Committee for the Tendrin 


ituated, and was al the representative apy 


Agriculture in relation to any application iffecting 


military tribunal, and he was also 





1917, an application by the plaintiff was pending before the appeal 
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f London for exemption from military service, 


unt I 
as material) that he was cultivating a larm at 


tribunal of the ( 
upon the ground (so tar 


St. Osyth, and tha 1s in the national! interest that he should be free 
personally to attend to it Ihe local tribunal having refused the 
plaintill exempt I appealed to the ap eal tribunal. the defendant 
received a le r lrom « of the military representatives lor Une County 
{ Londor iting that the chairman wished the defendant 5 assistance 
in deciding tl é In reply he wrote the letter complained of, in 
hich he said l i it ild be absolutely wrong for any tribunal 
to give Mr. Gerhold exemption from military service because he 1s help 
il to grow corn or produce on the land Un account the pra 
tically derelict state of tl man’s farm, the committee have decidéd to 
take t e entire mat ! it out of his hand ind farm it for the benefit 
of the country The farm is in a disgraceful state, and I hope, as M1 
Gerhold has not tried to produce food for the country on this land, he 
vill have to go and heip hght to protect it lor someone else This 
letter as read to the tribunal The defendant appealed, and by 
nsent the appeal was heard by two Lords Justices. 
Bankes, L.J., in the course of his judgment dealing with the question 
malice be y wil red trom the language 1 the document itsell, said 
that the contention put forward by tl appellant's counsel that the 
occasion was absolut privileged was not well tounded. On this pomt 
the law had been a urate stated by Sankey, d., @ C'o-partnership 
Farms v. Harvey-Smith vis K. B. 405, at p. 408), that ‘‘ where a 


tribunal is a court of justice, or a body acting in a manne! similar to 
that in f justice acts, any statement made by a member 
thereof is absolutely privileged, and no action can be brought thereon. 
I his privilege extends also to advocates, litigants, and wit 
esses In Watson WV’ Ewen (1905, A. C. 480), statements made by 
licitor in preparing his proof for trial were held to be 


which a irt 
ule 


abso 


a witness to a Bt 


privileged Che present ise was clearly one of qualified privilege, 
and therelore the question was whether there was ally evidence ot 
express malice he law of privileged occasions and privileged com 
municatl was introduced in the pubiic interest, so that persons should 
be able to speak freely when necessary to protect some common interest, 
To guard against the abuse of this privilege the rule as to malice was 
introduced, as it w obviously right that a person should not be 
allowed to abuse the ision by making it the opportunity of indulging 
in some private spite, or for using the occasion for some indirect purpose, 
rv under the influence of some indirect motive One test of whethe 
the oceasion had been abused might be found in the actual language 
used. That was, however, a test to be applied with great caution. 
The practice of applying a microscopic examination to the a 
used for the purpose of discovering ingeniously suggested underlyihg 


insinuations or imaginary inaccuractes should, in his lordship’s opinion, 


be severely discouraged The communication should not be read as 
though it had been settled by counsel, and the use of every word 
weighed. Nor should it be read in the light of matters which had come 
to the knowledge of the writer after the communication was made 
l'o adopt such tests tended to diminish the value of a privilege which 
ought to be maintained intact in the pul lic interest, That was amply 
berne out by ich authorities as Spill v Veule 1869, L R 4 Ex 232), 
{dar Ward (1917, A. C. 309), and Laughton vy. Bishop of Sodor and 
Van (1872, L. R. 4 P. C. 495) He thought there was nothing, 
either in the letter itself or in the surrounding circumstances, to supply 
any evidence of express malice, and therefore the appeal must be 
lowed, and judgment entered for the defendant 


Warrinoton, L.J., entirely agreed with the judgment delivered 
Counse., for the defendant, Hemmerde, K.C., and Harold Smith; for 
the plaintiff, Compston, K.C., and Morle Sortcrtors, F. A. Jones; 


Robin P. Hamp 
[Reported by Enexins Rap, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re JAMES'S MORTGAGE TRUSTS. 
PAYMENT OFF—PeRsSON TO RECONVEY 
. TION TO APPOINT 

detained lunati 
money w paid off, and a receiver of the 


116 of the Lunac y 


reconvey t8 in the 


14th November. 
JURISDIC 


Younger, J. 
LuNATIC—-MORTGAGEE 


Where a mortgagee ts hot ao found by in 
quisition, @ d the mortgage 
mortgaqee estate has been appointed under sec 
Act, 1890, the jurisdiction 
Judge in Lunacy and not in 
Such within 


of orders 


In. this 
Appoint se 


fion 
to appoint someone to 
the High Court 

the 
lunatic mortgaqere 


the 
not being also truatees 


, 
order 


relating fo 


COMER 


Lunacy Act, 4911, 


an exception in 


in application to the Master in Lunacy to 
meone to re the property of a lunatic not so found 
with section 135 of the Lunacy Act, 1890. A mort 
zagee had been detained as a lunatic not so found by inqtisition, and 
the mortgage money had been paid off A receiver of the lunatic’s 
estate was appointed under section 116 of the Lunacy Act, 1890, and 
this application made to appoint such receiver to reconvey 
the property. The Master declined to make the order, on the ground 
that the jurisdiction to make such order had been transferred to the 
High Court by the Lunacy Act, 191} 


case there was 
onvey 


im act ord ince 


was 


Youncer, J iter stating the facts, said: The exception in the 
Luriacy Act, 1911, of orders relating to ‘‘ lunatic mortgagees not being 
also trustees ar plies to this case When a mortgagee on payment 














off of the mortgage becomes a trustee for the mortgagor he ceases 
to be a mortgagee, and is at no time both mortgagee and trustee 
He is a mortgagee who is ‘not also a trustee, and the jurisdiction to 
make the order is in the Judge in Lunacy, and cannot be exercised by 
the High Court.—Counse., ?. F. Wheeler; Kenneth Wood. Sou 
crrors, 7'. D. Jones & C'0., Son & Davies, Cardigan 


{Reported by L. M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.) 
ic CAINE’3 MORTGAGE TRUSTS. 
- November, 

Morrcace—Trustes IN BankRuptcy—Morrcace or Leasexol 
[rusts or THE Last Day—Vestinc Orper—OvrTsTANDING LecaL 

Estate—Trvustee Act, 1893 (56 & 57 Vict. c. 53), s. 26 (11) (¢ 

Under the Bankruptcy Act, where a trustee in bankruptcy he ) 
benencial intere st, the legal estate does not pass, but where he he it 


for George, 


22nd 


P. UO. Lawrence, J. 


does pass. 

The dicta in Morgan The Swansea Urban Sanitary Authority 
9 Ch. D. 582) and St Chomas's Hospital ve. Richardson (1910, 1 
A. B. 271) applied. 


rhis was a petition under section 26 (ii.) (c) of the Trustee Act, 1893, 
for a vesting order. By an indenture dated 29th September, 1895, a 
piece of land and premises were demised to one Caine for a term of 
ninety-nine years trom 25tn December, 1892, at a ground rent and 
subject to the usual lessee’s covenants. On the next day, by indenture 
dated Oth September, 1893, Caine demised the same premises for the 
residue of the said term of ninety-nine years except the last day by 
way of mortgage to secure a principal sum of £932, with interest 
Che mortgage contained the usual declaration that after any 
sale of the said premises, or any part thereof, under the statutory power 
of sale, the mortgagor or other the person in whom the premises should 
for the time being be vested for the last day of the term created by 
the lease of 29th September, 1893, should stand possessed thereof in 
trust for the purchaser: In 1896 Caine was adjudicated a bankrupt, 
snd subsequently his trustee in bankruptcy assigned for value tne 
premises comprised in the lease of 29th September, 1893, to one Cran- 
stone for the residue of the term of ninety-nine years thereby created 
subject to the mortgage of uth September, 1895. In 1918 the mort- 
“agee, in exercise of the statutory power of gale, sold part of the 
premises comprised in the mortgage, together with the benefit of the 
declaration ot trust of the last day of the term of ninety-nine years 
contained in the mortgage, and the question that now arose was whether, 
having regard to the declaration of trust, the legal estate in the original 
terms on the bankruptey of Caine remained in him as a trustee or vested 
in his trustee in bankruptcy, and accordingly passed to Cranstone. “There 
was evidence that Cranstone had disappeared, and could not be found, 
and that ne one knew whether he was living or dead, Counsel for the 
petitioner submitted that as Caine had a beneficial interest in the 
equity of redemption of the property which was valuable, the legal estate 
vested in his trustee and passed to Cranstone, subject to the mortgage 
and to the trust thereby created. There was no authority on the 
point as to when the legal estate so passed and when it did not, but 
there were dicta. First, in the case ot Morgan vy. Swansea Urban Sani- 
Authority (supra), Jessel, M.R., said : ‘‘ Under the Bankruptcy 
Act, where a trustee in bankruptcy has no beneficial interest, the legal 
estate does not pass, but where he has it does pass.’’ This dictum was 
approved by the Court of Appeal in the case of St. Thomas's Hozjntal 
v. Richardson (supra). 


P. ©. Lawrence, J., after stating the facts, said: I hold that 
Cranstone is a trustee for the petitioner, and I accordingly make the 
vesting order asked for.—CounseL, H. Greenwood, Soricitors, Penman 
d Brown, 


thereon 


tary 


[Reported by L M. Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court--King’s Bench Division. 


LINDSAY v. QUEEN’S HOTEL CO. (LIM.). Div. Court. 19th November. 
MASTER AND SeRvVANT—Domestic SERVANT—WRONGFUL 
CLAIM TO MontH’s WaGes In Liev or Notice—MEasvre or DAMAGES. 


There is no custom, or law, whereby a domestic servant who ia wrong 
fully dismissed can claim damages otherwise than for the loss actually 
sustained, as in any other case of wrongful dismissal. 

A démestic servant gave a month's notice to the employer. Whilea 
week remained unexpired, the employer dismissed her without juat 
cause, 

Held, that she waa not entitled to a month's wages in lieu af notice; 
hut that she could claim for board and lodging during the last weck of 
the service, that being the actual logs she had sustained by the du 
miseal. 


Appeal by the defendants from the Cheltenham County Court. On 
2lst January, 1918, the defendants engaged the plaintiff as a chamber- 
maid at their hotel, at the wages of £22 per annum. On 4th February 
the plaintiff gave a month’s notice to leave the service, expiring on 4th 
March. After giving the notice the plaintiff continued in the service 
until 26th February. On that day she was summarily dismissed without 
just cause, as was found as a fact, by the county court judge. The 
plaintiff then brought her action in the county court for her wages up 
to 26th February, and for a month’s wages in lieu of notice The 
defendants paid into court the amount of plaintiff's wages up to 4th 
March, the day when the notice plaintiff had given expired 
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county court judge gave judgment for the plaintiff for the amount paid 
into court, and for £1 16s. &d., a month's wages, in addition, in iieu of 
notice. The defendants appealed against so much of the judgment as 
gave the plaintiff a month's wages in lieu of notice. 


Bray, J.—This case raises two points of general importance lhe 
first is as to the damages the plaintiff is entitied to recover It was 
apparently contended below by the plaintiff that she was entitled by 
custom or law to a month’s wages, because the only right that the master 
had to dismiss her, witnout giving her a month's notice, was if he paid 
her &@ month’s wages. But the judge, when deciding that this con 
tention was right, does not seem to have taken this view into con 
sideration—viz., that the master was not availing himself of the right 
of paying a month’s Wages in lieu of notice, but was wrongfully ais 
missing the plaintiff. That being so, the employer became liable to pay 
such pecuniary damages ds the servant had sustained by wrongful dis 
missal, There is no custom and no law which makes the damages in 
such a cage as this anything different from what they are in any 
ordinary wrongful dismissal, that is, the actual loss sustained withou 
any vindictive or sentimental damages. Therefore, what has to be 
ascertained is the actual] loss the plaintiff in the present case has sus 
tained, It is quite clear the county court judge was wrong in awarding 
the money for the month's wages in lieu of notice. The next question 
was—what ought he to have awarded the plaintiff? Was the amount 
paid into court for the actual days she worked after the notice she gave 
plus the wages for the week which still remained, what the plaintitt was 
entitled to, or was she entitled to recover not only the bare wages for 
the month, but for the loss of being fed and lodged, that is, board wages, 
during the last week’? Reliance was placed by the defendants on the 
case of Gordon v. Potter (1 F. & F. 644), which lays down that, without 
particular circumstances, a domestic servant is entitled only to recover 
a month's wages, without board and lodging. But the reason is thai 
a master in such a case has the right to dismiss the servant, just as h: 
has the right to give a month’s notice. The servant cannot recover 
more than the nionth’s wages, without board and lodging, because the 
master has availed himself of the right he possesses, if he does not give 
a month's notice, of paying the wages instead of giving thé notice 
But in a case like the present it seems quite clear that, as to the damages, 
it must follow the ordinary rule that the plaintiff is entitled to recover 
for such pecuniary loss as she has in fact sustained. Therefore, for the 
last week of the month during which she was wrongfully not allowed to 
continue in the service there must be added to the amount of the bare 
wages an amount for board and lodgings. We are asked to assess 
what this snould be, and we think the plaintiff is entitled to her 
ordinary wages up to 26th February, and to 18s. in addition. 

Avory, J., agreed.—Counse, Willes, for the appellants; Dyer, for 
the respondent. Soicrrors, /liffe, Henley, & Sweet, for Lercy 
Haddock, Cheltenham; Barlow, Barlow, & CUo., for Alfred 7. lvens 
Cheltenham. ; 

[Reported by G. H. Knorr, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Naw. Cinders, &e. 


New Statutes. 
CHAPTER 58, 
DEFENCE OF THE REALM (EMPLOYMENT EXCHANGES 
ACT, 1918, 


An Act to authorize the taking possession of premises required, in con 
nection with schemes of demolbalization, for Employment Exchanges 
and other purposes of the Ministry of Labour. (Zlst November, 1918 
Be it enacted, &c. :— 

1, Power to take possession of premises for employment exchanges.) 
The power of making regulations under the Defence of the Realm Con 
solidation Act, 1914 15 & 6 Geo. 5, c. 6], as amended by any subsequent 
enactment, shall include power to make regulations authorizing the 
Commissioners of Works, or, as respects Ireland, the Commissioners of 
Public Works in Ireland, with the consent of the Treasury, to take 
possession of any land, including bualdings thereon, which the Minister 
of Labour may certify to be required, in connection with any scheme 
of demobilization, for the purposes of employment exchanges or the 
accommodation of the staff of any department of the Ministry consti 
tuted for reinstating in civil life persons who, during the present war, 
have been serving in His Majesty's forces or otherwise engaged in work 
of nateonal importance. , 

2. Short title.}—This Act may be cited as the Defence of the Realm 
(Employment Exchanges) Act, 1918. 


_———— 


CHAPTER 5S. 
TERMINATION OF THE PRESENT WAR (DEFINITION 
ACT, 1918, 


An Act to make provision for determining the date of the termination 
of the present war, and for purposes connected therewith. 
(2st Noveanber, 1918, 





Be ft enacted, Ke. : 

1. Power to determine date of termination of the present war.) 
(1) His Majesty in Council may declare what date is to be treated as 
the date of the termination of the present war, and the present wat 


THE BRITISH LAW 


INSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 
5, LOTHBURY, LONDON, E.C. 2. 
(with Branches throughout the United Kingdom). 
FIRE, FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY, MOTORS, LIFTS, BOILERS, 
PROPERTY OWNERS’ INDEMNITY, LOSS of PROFITS 
due to FIRE, GLASS BREAKAGE, LIVE STOCK, 
CONTINGENCY RISKS. 
Gentlemen in a position to introduce Business are invited to undertake Agencies 
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DAVID M. LINLEY, Manag. r. 





date for tlie purposes of amy provision in any Act of Parhament, Order 
in OGouncil. of roclkamation, aad, except where the context otherwise 
requires, of any pr deed, or other mstrument 
referning, expressly or imphedfy, and in whatever form of words, t 
the present war or the present hostilities 


Vision an any contruct, 


Provided ‘that im the case of any such Act conferring powers on any 
Government Department, or any officer of any Government Department, 
exercisable dur:ng the continuance of the present war, if it appears to 
His Majesty that it is expedbent that the powers shall cease before the 
date eo fixed as aforesaid, His Majesty in Coun I 
date for the termination of thos 

2) The date so declared shull be as nearly as may be the date of the 
exchange or deposit of rataficatams of the treaty or treaties of peace 

Provaded that, notwithstanding anytleang in this provision, the date 
hey ared aa aforesaid aha!l be conclusive for a purposes « f this Act 

(3) His Majesty Th Counc l meaty iso sim arly declare Wimet cha te iB) 
to be treated as the date of the termination of war between Has Majesty 
und any partucular State 

2. Short title.)—This Act may be oited « Ui re 
Present War (Definition) Act, 1918 


may fix some earlie: 
powers 






























Termanation of the 


CHAPTER 60 
MINISTRY OF MUNITIONS ACT, 1918 
An Act to amend the Ministry of Munitions Act, 1915 
(2lst November, 1918 

Be it enacted, & 

1. Extension of purposes of Ministry.)—The purposes of the Ministry 

Munitions shall include the supervision and regulation of the diver 
sion to the production of articles required in times of peace, of indus 
tries estabdished or utibeed during the present war for the purpose of 
the production of war material, and all powers which may be exercised 
by the Minister of Mutitions woth a view to facilitating the supply of 
war material or otherwise for promotang the prosecution of the present 
war may be exercised by him with a wew to securing that such diver 
sion as aforesaid shall be carried into effect in such a manner as may 
be mogt conducive to the national interests, and all orders, requirements, 
directions, regulations, rules, and notices made or given by the Minister 
and in force at the passing of this Act sha’), untel they expire or are 
altered or revoked, continue in forte as f this Act had been in force at 
the time when they were made or given 
2. Short title.}—This Act may be cited as the Ministry of Munitions 
Act, 1918 2 : 


War Orders and Proclamations, &c. 


The London Gazette of 6th December contains the following in addi 
tion to matter printed below 
1. An Order in Council, dated 6th December, for the amending of 
the Proclamation, dated 10th M 1y 1917, and made under section & cf 
the Customs and Inj ind Revenue Act, 1879, and section 1 of the Export a- 
tion of Arms Act, 1900, and section 1 of the Customs (Exportation 
Prohibition) Act, 1914, whereby the exportation from the United 
Kingdom of certain articles to certain or all destinations was prohibited 
2. Orders suspending Defence of the Realm Regulataon 29p as regards 
‘the following Special Miktary Areas 

North of Scotiand, 

Spurn 

Dover. 

Newhaven 

Harwich 

Isle of Sheppey. 
The effect is that theee cease to be Special Military Areas 
3. Admiralty Notices to Mariners affecting : 

(1) Scotland, North-East Coast, with Orkney and Shetland Iglea. 

2) Iriah Channel Rathlhin Sound—Olosed to Traffic. 

3) Eng mi, South-East Coast : Dover Cha nitel— Traffic Regula- 

tywons, 
1 England, South Coast 


Tor Bay Approaches—Traffic Regu 





shall be treated as having continmed to, and as having ended on that 





ations, 
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(5) Inel and, East Coast: 


(6) Eng land South Coast ) 
Traffic Regu tions 2) Penzance 
7) Scotland, W Ooast—Fin 
lash H rin Kant < 
6) English Channel, N 
Thames d Medway and 
latior 
The first and last re e. and 
The London Gazette of 10th 
4. A Foreign Offic Fore< g7 
ber Linat ce rin names have 
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TIMBER CONTROL 


Pursuant t ‘ > 0 
date hereof the amount of umport 
Without a permat cor dar 


Control Ord r. 1918 162 Sonn 
not ex eed nga Ws ‘ 


month and form \ iu 
1918, shail be v ed rd 

“| hereby fy that the 
against my mune is ectly 
other pure ases of imp 

whetire made d tly thax 
lahous permit, from the Controlle 


£100 in total valu j 
Importance or urgent ne« 
bth Decemb« 


THE TIMBER CONTROL ORDER (¢ 


] Pa “grap < Of the 1 Mn I 


Journau, p. 705), shall 1 


agreements to Duy or a 


the United Kingdom 


2 Part II. (Home Growr 
hereby revoked without pre) 
suffe ned or to any prosecutiot 


curred thereunde: 

3 Paragraphs 15 a a le 
Order, 1918, shall not apply | 
Timber, and so much of the 


Home Grown Timber is hereby 
be read and construed accordingly. 
4. This Order may be cited as the 


No. 2) Order, 1918 
Sth December 


THE HOME GROWN 


The Board of Ty ile, deem mg if 
f the powers conferred upon 
Reyulations as reapects timber 
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Trade Orders. 
MATCHES ORDERS 


Orders Suspension Order, 1918 
1d dated 23rd = 


Munitions and dated 


tions hereby orders as follows :— 


said Order or the validity of any action 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contraventio: 
or failure to comply 
or any proceeding or remedy in respec 


said Order or the 


r the current calendar month 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravention 


ed softw od duru g 


or faylure to comply with 
any # eng or remedy 


“iB , ‘ Minister of Munitions, 
, u Nase or B8ai¢€8 Ol, 
teres 4 Munitions hereby orders as follows: 


, Muported hardwood (including ply woo 


said Order or the validity of 
liability to any penalty or punishment in respect of any contravent 
or failure to comply with the said Order prior to such revocation, 


limber 


any proceeding 


of this Order to Home Grow! 
graphs 15 and 16 as rel 
re said par ugraphs sha 
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LAW REVERSIONARY | INTEREST SOCIETY 


No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1868, 


Capital Steck 1 . .. «= = «= £000,000 
- «© ae 


Debenture Stock ae om oat 


REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON. 


Forms ef Prepesal and full information ean be sbtained at the Society's Ofiec. 
G. H: MAYNE, Seerstary. 





2. Schedule D of the Home Grown Timber Prices Order, 1918, is 
by amended by the deletion therefrom of the dast seven hnes 
and the following new Schedule is 





tin to the price ot sleepers, 


added to the said Order 


Schedule of Maximum Prices.] 
5th December. [ Gazette, 10th December 


THE MOTOR SPIRIT AND GAS RESTRIOTION ORDERS 
SUSPENSION ORDER, 1918. 


1. The operation of the Motor Spirit and Gas Restriction Orders 


1918, is hereby suspended from 16th December, 1918, to 10th January 
1919, both days inclusive. 


2. This Order may be cited as the Motor Spirit and Gas Restrictio: 


{Gazette, 10th December. 


7th December. 


Ministry of Munitions Ordefs. 
THE CRANES (REVOCATION) ORDER, 1918. 
elerence to the Cranes Order, 1916, made by the Minister o 
the 20th December, 1916, the Minister of Muni 


In 


(1) As from the date hereof the said Order is hereby revoked. 
shall not affect the previous operation of th« 


(2) Such revocation 
taken thereunder or th: 


with the said Order prior to such revocatior 
t of such penalty or punishment 
(3) This Order may be cited as The Cranes (Revocation) Ordér, 1918 
6th December [ Gazette, 6th December. 


THE MOTOR ENGINES AND VEHICLES (REVOCATION) 
ORDER, 1918. 
In reference to the Motor Engines and Vehicles Order, 1917, mad 


by the Minister of Munitions and dated the 6th January, 1917, tlie 
Minister of Munitions hereby orders as follows: 


1) As from the date hereof the said Order is hereby revoked. 
2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of th¢ 
validity of any action taken thereunder or th« 


the said Order prior to such revocation, « 
in respect of such penalty or punishment 


) This Order may be cited as The Motor Engines and Vehicles 
i ation) Order, 1918. 


\ 
6th December 


THE SHELLAC (REVOCATION) ORDER, 1918. 
In reference to The Shellac Control Order, 1918, made by ¢ 
and dated the 12th Marc sh, 1918, the Minister 


[Gazette, 6th December. 


(1) As from the date hereof the said Order is hereby revoked 
2) Such revocation shall not affect the previous operation of th: 
any action taken thereunder or 


; or remedy in respect of such penalty or punishment 
(3) This Order may be cited as The Shellac Revocation Order, 1918 
10th December [ Gazette, 10th December 


Food Orders. 
THE POTATOBS (CONSOLIDATION) ORDER, 1918. 
Part 1I.—General Provisions. 


1. Power to give directions.) (a) The Food Controller or any pers 
authorized by him in that behalf may from time to time issue direct 
relating to the sale, delivery, distribution, use, or allocation of 
potatoes, and in particular may : 

e directions to atiy ses nm relating to his use of or ck 
ings in potatoe bags. 
any potatoes Ww 
buy or 


p taloes or use of or dea 
tequire any person lo sell or deliver 
person or place, Or require any wholesule dealer to 
delivery of potatoes from any grower. 
(iui) Prohibit or regulate the mile, delivery, or transport of any 





a 
€! 





the 














~ 


_ and animal food, but do not include the manufacture of spirits. 


, *ase the buyer of the potatoes so sold shall be deemed for all the pur 
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potatoes or class of potatoes by amy person to any person or to any 
lace. 
(iv) Fix the maximum amount of potatoes which may be acquired 
by any person in any period, and the persons from whom potatoes 
may be acquired by him, or which may be sold or delivered by any 
grower in any period. 
(v) Require any m to keep books, accounts, and records 
relating to his dealings in potatoes, or any matter connected there- 
with, and to produce the same, and to afford facilities for the inepec 
tion thereof, and of his premises and stocks of potatoes and potato 
bags. 
(vi) Give directions prescribing the matters to be prescribed for 
the purpose of this Order. 

(4) Directions given under this clause may be given so as to apply 
generally, or so as to apply to any special locality, or so as to apply to 
any special grower, dealer or person or class of grower, dealer or person, 
or 80 as to apply to all or any potatoes or any special variety, kind or 
selection of potatoes, and shall have effect notwithstanding any contract 
entered into by the person to whom the directions were given. 

c) Where any such directions have been given it shall be the duty 
of all persons concerned to comply therewith, and a person shall not 
sell, use, deliver, or otherwise dispose of any potatoes or potato bags 
to which such directions apply, except in accordance with the directions. 

d) Where a person is required to sell or deliver any potatoes, such 
potatoes shall be sold or delivered at prices not exceeding the maximum 
prices applicable under this Order, except that the price payable for 
undersized potatoes ordered to be sold or delivered by the grocer 
thereof shall, unless otherwise directed, be at the rate of £35 per ton 
f.o.r. or f.0.b. 

(e) The subsequent provisions of this Order shall have effect subject 
to any such directions, ; 

2. Restriction on movement.}—({a) Except under a licence granted by 
o: under the authority of the Food Controller, a person shall not move 
or consign or a e to move or consign any potatoes from any area 
specified in the fret Schedule to any place outside any such area, and 
a person shall not buy or take delivery or agree to buy or take delivery 
ot nage to be so moved or consigned except from a person 30 
licensed. 

b) Where any potatoes are delivered to a railway company or ship 
ping company for carriage, such company and their servants and agents 
shall be entitled to assume, until otherwise instructed under the 
authority of the Food Controller, that any necessary licence has been 
granted. 

(c) Nothing im thie clause shall apply to :-— 

(i) Potatoes bought for consumption from a retail dealer and not 
consigned by rail ; 

(ii) potatoes lying at a port and bought for consumption on 4 
vessel ; or 

(iii) seed potatoes sold as or for seed or potatoes of the varieties 
mentioned in the Fifth Schedule sold as or for seed. 

d) This clause shall not preclude a grower whose farm ¢s in one area 
from delivering his potatoes for loading at a railway station or port 
in another area convenient for the purposes of that farm, where such 
person has been accustomed to do so. 

5. Use of potatoes and potato products.}—(a) Except under a licence 
granted by or under the authority of the Food Controller, a pereon shall 
not use or treat any potatoes or any product obtained from potatoes or 
any article containing potatoes or contaiming any such product except 
for the purposes permitted by this clauge, or sell or buy or offer to sell 
or buy any potatoes except for such purposes. 

4) The permitted purposes, in the case of Ware potatoes which are 
fit for human fopd, are seed or human food, and in all other cases are 
seed, human or animal food, and the manufacture of articles of human 


c) Nothing in this clause shall prevent the use or treatment for any 
purpose of potatoes or products of potatoes or articles containing pota 
toes or cqntaimng any such product which are unfit to be used for any 
of the permitted purposes. \ 

(¢) Any person authorized by the Food Controller may, if he sus- 
— that any article is being dealt with in contravention of this 

Tder— 
(i) enter any premises on which he suspects such article to be; 
or 
(ii) inspect and take supplies of such article; or 
(iii) demand from any person in possession or controhof such 
article production of any licence granted under this Order 

4. Potatoes to be sold by weight and to be reasonably clean.) 

5. Protection of Potatoes in transit, | 

7. Monthly returns as to Potatoes.] 


8. Duty of grower to separate ware from seed.}—As respects every 
trop of potatoes the grower shall cause the sound ware pototoes to be 
ressed out so as to separate the same from all other potatoes pro 


Vided that nothing in this clause shall prevent a grower from dressing 
Out seed potatoes. 


8. Sales in the ground.}~A grower may sell his potatoes in the 
ground by auction or otherwise to a wholesale dealer, but in every such 


Poses of this Order to be the grower thereof. 


Part 11.—Registration of Dealers. 


ll. Necessity for dealer to be registered.}—(a) Except a grower 
selling his own potatoes a person shall not sell potatoes wholesale 
either on his own account or as agent on commission unless he holds 
a certificate of registration as a wholesale dealer for the time being 
in foree granted by or under the authority of the Food Controller, 
or sell potatoes by retail unless he holds a certificate of registration 
as a retail dealer for the time being in force granted by a Food Com 
mittee. Provided that this clause shall not prevent a wholesale dealer 
from selling direct to consumers in quantities of not less than 1 ewt 

(+) Except a grower selling his own potatoes a person shall not 
sell potatoes as or for seed unless he hold a certificate of registration 
as a dealer in seed potatoes 

13 Retail dealer to sell only at registered premises.) 


21. Zransfer of business.}—In the event of the transfer of any 
business in connection with which a certificate of registration is held, 
or in the event of the death of the holder of a certificate of registra- 
tion, it shall be lawful for the transferee or other person claiming 
under the holder of such certificate, or making an application for a 
certificate of registration, to sell and deal in potatoes from the date 
of such application until the decision thereon is intimated by the 
Food Controller, in the same manner and subject to the same con- 
ditions as the holder of such certificate was entitled to deal by 
virtue thereof 


24. Existing certificates.}-—Certificates granted under the Potatoes 
Order, 1917, and the Potatoes (Revistration of Wholesale Dealers) 
Order, 1918, and now in force shall be deemed to have been granted 
under this Order 


Part I11.—Methods of Sale and Prices 
Part 1V.—Undersized and Damaged Potatoes 
Part V Viacellaneous. 
44. Presumption In any proceedings against a retail dealer in 


respect of-any sale or proposed sale or exposure for sale of potatoes 
above the price permitted by or under this Order it shall be pre 
sumed until the contrary be shown: 
(a) that the potatoes to which such proceedings relate were 
Grade Il potatoes 
(6) that such potatoes were ware potatoes. 

45. Notice of grade Where any potatoes are exposed for 
sale the retail dealer shall display in connection with the potatoes 
a notice truly stating the grade to which they belong and the maximum 
price therefor, and if the maxinrum price stated is the price applicable 
to Grade 1 potatoes, the variety to which such potatoes belong 


and price 








10. Exercise of powers under clause 1 of this Urder.] 


W. WHITELEY, LTD. 


AUCTIONEERS, 
EXPERT VALUERS AND ESTATE AGENTS, 


QUEEN’S ROAD, LONDON, W, 2. 


VALUATIONS ror PROBATE, 


ESTATE DUTY, SALE, FIRE INSURANCE, ETC. 





AUCTION SALES EVERY THURSDAY, 


VIEW ON WEDNESDAY, 
IN 


LONDON’S LARGEST SALEROOM. 


PHons No. : PARK ONE (40 Linms). TeLegrams: “WHITELEY LONDON,” 
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47. Offences A person shall not : 
(a) make or connive at the making of any false or misleading 
entry in any account kept by him relating to his dealings in 
potatoes or in any statement or other document used by him in 


connection with the accounting for of any monies to the Food 


Controllet 
b) fail to render just and accurate accounts in accordance with 

directions given by or under the authority of the Food Controller 

any monies due from him to the Food Controller 


or fail to pay 
representation as to the grade to which an¥ 


) make any 
ware potatoes belong 


false 


48. Fictitious transactions } 
52. Jnte rp etation 
53. Penalty 
54 tppli atwon of Order.| 
and Wales 
55. Commencement of Order } This Order shall come into force as at 
the date of signing thereof, except that 
i) A retail dealer may up to and including the 10th Novembet 
1918, sell at prices not exceeding 1jd. per lb. potatoes proved to 
have been delivered by the grower before the lst November, 1918 
(ii) The Part Il. of this Order shall not apply 
to sale dealer before the 10th November, 1918, of 
peteones proved to have been bought by and delivered to him 
vwfore the lst November, 1918 
56. Vitle.}—This Order may be cited as 
Order, 1918 
5th No 


This Order shall apply only to England 


provisions of 


*s by a wholesale 


the Potatoes (Consolidation) 


ember 
Schedule 1 
Zonal Areas } 
Schedule 11 
Prix es 
ill 


Buying Prices 


(irowers’ 
Schedule 
Retailers’ 
lv 


Pri es 


Schedule 
Consumers’ 
Schedule V 


| Var Leties } 


THE RAW COFFEE (RETURNS) ORDER, 1918 


1. Return of raw coffee.|—(a) Every person having raw coffee in his 
possession or under his control or holding raw coffee for value or in 
trust, whether as a banker or otherwise, shall, on or before 12th Decem 
ber, 1918, furnish to the Food Controller a Return giving particulars 
of all raw coffee in the United Kingdom, whether in bond or not, 
held by him at the close of business on 30th November, 1918, and such 
further particulars as may be required to complete the prescribed return. 

6) Persons resident in the United Kingdom, who have obtained 
advances on the deposit of their coffee warrants as collateral security, 
shall include such coffee in their returns, and the persons who have 
made the advances shall not make a return of such coffee 

Bankers and others holding coffee warrants or other documents on 
account of persons residing outside the United Kingdom shall make a 
return of the coffee to which such warrants or other documents relate. 

2. Prescribed forms.}—The return shall be made on forms prescribed 
by the Food Controller, to be obtained from, and when completed to Le 
returned to, the Secretary of the Ministry of Food (Statistical Branch), 
Palace Chambers, Whitehall, S.W. 1 

3. Raw coffee sold but not delivered.|—All raw coffee sold or agreed 
to be sold but not delivered shall be included by sellers in their returne, 
and shall not be included in the returns of the buyers. 

4. Exception.—A person who holds at the close of business on Wth 
November, 1918, less than 50 original bags of raw coffee in all, whether 
in bond or not, or who holds raw coffee merely as a warehouseman or 
storekeeper, shall not be required to make any returns under the Order. 


5 Penalty | 


6. Title.}—This Order may be cited as the Raw Coffee (Returns) 
Order, 1918 
20th November 


The following Food Orders have also been issued : 
The British Onions Order, 1918. 1st October. 
Order amending the Fish (Prices) No. 3 Order, 1918. 
October o 
The British-made Butter (Restriction) Order, 1918; the Butter 
(Distribution) Order, 1917; the Rationing Order, 1918; Directions 
Qlst October 
Imported 24th 


19th 


General Licence 


28th’ October. 


Onions Order, 1918: 


The 
October 
The Rationing Order, 1918: General Licence. 
The Irish Returns Order, 1918. 4th November 








The Meat Retail Prices (England and Wales) Order (No. 2), 
1918, and the Meat Retail Prices (Scotland) Order, 1918: Notice 
4th November. 

The Potatoes (Scottish Order, 
1918. 5th November. 
The Sugar (Confectionery) Order, 1917: General Licence. 13th 

November. 

The Food Hoarding Order, 1917: Revocation of Authority 

(Farmers’ Butter for Home Preservation). 18th November. 

The Syrup, Liquid Glucose and Molasses (Prices) Order. 1 

Novem ber. 

The Live Stock (Restriction on Shipment to Channel Islands) 

Order, 1918. 19th November. 

Order amending the Bones (Licénsing of Purchasers) Order, 1918 
19th November. 
The Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Distribution) Order, 1918: Notice 
20th November. 
The Potatoes (Consolidation) Order, 1918 : General Licence. 20th 
November 
The Cattle Feeding Stuffs (Distribution) Order, 1918: General 
2th November. 


Central Allocation Authority) 


ith 


Licence 


Societies. 


The Law. Society. 
MEMORIAL SERVICE AT WESTMINSTER ABBEY. 

His Majesty the King has been graciously pleased to intimate that 
he will be represented at the service to be held at Westminster Abbey 
on Tuesday next, the 17th inst., at noon, in memory of solicitors and 
articled clerks who have fallen in the war. 

Admission to the Abbey, the doors of which will be open at 11.15 
will be by ticket, to be obtained on application to the Secretary, Law 
Society's Hall, Chancery-lane, W.C. 2. The hall and offices of the 
society will be closed during the hour of the service. It is hoped that, 
although solicitors may not be able entirely to close their offices, they 
will endeavour to make arrangements which will leave them and their 
friends (including ladies), and those members of their staffs who desire 
to do so, free to attend the service. 








Union Society of London, 


The eighth meeting of the society was held in the 
Middle Tempie Common Room on Wednesday, 11th December, 1918, 
at 8 p.m. The subject for debate was: ‘That this House would 
welcome an immediate return to pre-war freedom of private trade on 
the conclusion of Peace.’"’ Opener, Mr. Quass; opposer, Mr. Coram. 






Session 1918 19. 








Law Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of directors was held on the 5th inst., 
Mr. Ernest E. Bird in the chair. The other directors present were 
Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. C. F. Leighton, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr. W. M. 
Woodhouse, and the secretary, Mr. E. E. Barron. A sum of £110 was 
granted for the relief of deserving applicants, and other general busi 
ness transacted. A Christmas gratuity was also voted to all those in 
receipt of the association’s grants during the current year. 



















Solicitors Benevolent Association. 


ANNUAL MEETING, 


The annual meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association was held 
m Wednesday at the Law Scociety’s Hall, Mr. L. W. North Hickiey 
(chairman of the Board) pregding. Among those present were :— Mr. 
Thomas Dixon (Chelmsferd), Mr. Maurice A. Tweedie, Mr. W. © 
Blaudy (Reading), Mr. H. J. Speechley, Mr. W. Melmoth Walters, Mr. 
R. B. Taylor, Mr. A. Davenport, Mr. W. E. Gillett, Mr. T. R. Haslam, 
Mr R. W Poole, Mr R. C. Nesbitt, Mr T. J. Gurtis, Mr. J. R. B. 
Gregory, Mr. C. G. May, and Mr. Thomas Gill (secretary). 4 

The report stated that the association has now 3,804 members, of wlom 
1,110 are life and 2,694 annual subscribers. st 


















The association has 

during the year ninety4+wo subscribers through death and thirty-mne 
through withdrawals—e total of 131. It has obtained 181 new sud- 
scribers. As a result of a special appeal the sum of £305 has beet 
received during the year, and a considerable number of new mem)ers 
have been secured, The following legacies have been received during 
the vear :-—£1,232 19s. 5d. further on account of the Edward Wright 
bequest ; £250 under the will of the late C. C. Deane ; £200 from the 
late Miss S. O. B. Lacey; £100 from the late Sir Henry J. Johnson; 











£100 from the late R. T. Gratton; £100 from the late T. O. Ohapman; 
£50 from the late Septimus Castle ; and £50 from the late H. J 
Gnoves. The total relief granted during the year amounted ™ 
£7,402 6s. 9d.; of this £3,146 14s. 9d. was given to members und 
families of members and £4,225 12s. to non-members and families of 
non-members. Owing to the increased cost of living, larger grants 
than those made in the past are a necessity if recipients are to get thew 


former benefite. 
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The Chairman moved the adoption of the report, which he d 
would be considered satisfactory. However much they must deplore 
the fact that there should have been so many distressing cases among 
the dependents of members of the profession, it was a source of some 
satisfaction that in most cases the distrees arose from the breaking down 
in health or the ill-fortufie of the solicitor through whom they claimed, 
and it was seldom that in response to phe inquiries that were made, and 
they were searching inquiries, the Board found that the solicitor was 
himaelf to blame for the ill-fortune that brought his dependents upon 
the books. Another cause of satisfaction was the generous support the 
age | received from many members of the profession, though it would 
be i for him to suggest that there were not many upon whom an 
appeal had not any effect; on the other hand, there were a great many 
whose generous support required no appeal, as he had personal reason 
to know. It was a great pleasure to be able to report that, notwithstand 
ing an unusually large number of deaths among and witidrawals by 
subscribers, the number of members had been increased by fifty; they 
were now 5,804 against 3,999 in 1914, but now that the war was ove: 
he did not despair of getting over the 4,000 mark. Notwithstanding 
the fall in numbers, the annual subscriptions in 1918 exceeded those of 
1917, while the income from investmente showed a subs‘antial advance, 
£3,539 against £2,439 in 1917, the increase being due to legacies and 
donations. The sum distributed in relief reached the record amount of 
£7,402 agaimat £6,373 in 1914, or over £1,000 increase. The associa- 
tion had to deplore the death in action of nine members, bringing the 
total up to thirty-six. They were prond to think how the profession 
had responded to the country’s call. The association had been for 
tunate in receiving an unusual number of donations, which had com- 
pensated in some measure for the contributions which had been looked 
to on the occasion of the annual dinner.’ The total amount of donations, 
eluding those resulting from a special appeal, exceeded £1,000. A 
farther sum had been received on account of the residue of the late 
Mr. Wright, of Leamington, the payment of £1,232 bringing the total 
sum received from this source to nearly £21,000. The total relief 
granted since 1858, the first year of the society's operations, was 
£209,000. The Board felt that there was no need to hmit the grants 
to the amount of the income should necessity arise, and that it was not 
for them to save for those who should come after. The next generation 
was not likely to be less generous than the present. The investments 
of the association were of the highest class, and, as such, some of them 
had suffered through depreciation, but they would, no doubt, improve 
in value some day. 

The report was adopted and the Board was re-elected. _A yote of 
thanks was passed to the auditors, Messrs. R. H. Purves, Ernest God 
dard and J. S. Chappelon, F.C.A., who were re-elected 


The monthly meeting of the directors of this association was held 
at the Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on the 11th inst., Mr. L. W 
, North Hickley in the chair; the other directors present being Messrs. 
“W. C. Blandy (Reading), T. §.-Curtis, A. Davenport, T. Dixon (Chelms- 
ford), W. E. Gillett, C. Goddard, J. R. B. Gregory, T. R. Haslam, 
C. G. May, R. C. Nesbitt, R. W. Poole, R. 8. Taylor, M. A. Tweedie, 
and M. M. Walters. £805 was distributed in grants to poor and 
deserving cases. Fourteen members were admitted, and other 
general business transacted. 


+ 


new 


Incorporated Law Society of Liverpool. 
[Continued from p. 124.) 


Shipping Control..—At the end of last year the committee's attention 
was called to a circular letter addressed to firms of shipowners in 
Liverpool by the Transports Department of the Ministry of Shipping, 
with regard to the procedure to be followed by.the Department in 
cases of collisions, salvage, &c., in which detained ships, Government 
owned ships, prize ships, and requisitioned neutrals were concerned 
The letter stated that in cases in which legal proceedings appeared 
to be necessary, the ovners’ solicitors should be instructed to take all 
steps immediately necessary to preserve the rights of the Shipping 
Controller, such as the taking of witnesses’ statements and securing 
bail. Upon receipt by the Department of all the available evidence 
and information the control of the case would be placed in the hands 
of the Treasury solicitor, who would either arrange to carry on the 
action himself or would employ the solicitors originally instructed (if 
they were willing. to act as his agents), as he thought fit. It’ appeared 
to the committee that the proposal that the solicitors employed should 
allow the Treasury solicitor a portion of their fees by way of agency 
Was open to grave objection. The views of several of the local firms 
_——s in Admiralty wer2 obtained, and the Council of the Law 

iety were asked to take the matter up. Many firms engaged in 
Admiralty work in London and other parts were consulted, and, after 
correspondence had passed betwee. the Council and the Ministry, 
the latter agreed to receive a deputation to discuss the matter, but 
up to the present no date has been named by the Ministry for the 

iew. 

Treasury Regulations re Capital Issues.—In view of the 
Bumerous complaints arising out of the inconsistent and frequently 
Wreasonable attitude adopted by the Treasury in dealing with 
oe for permission to issue capital under the regulations of 

January, 1915, the Manchester Law Society asked the com- 
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view to repre 
The following 
Society, were 


mittee to co-operate in ventilating the subject with a 
sentations being made to tho Treasury on the matter 
proposals, which had beer adopted by the Manchester 
agreed to by the committee, and were subscquently submitted to and 
approved by the Manchester ani Liverpool Chambers of Commerce 
(a) That the consent of the Treasury to the issue of shares or de 
beutures should not be withheld where such issue does not involve 
obtaining such capital from funds which might otherwise be available 
for subscription to national purposes: (b) that in every case the 
Treasury should furnish to the applicants the reasons for their 
refusal, and should give the applicants an opportunity of dealing 
with such reasons; and (c) that applicants to the committee on capital 
issues should, if they so desire, be heard by the committee themselves 
in support of their application. The proposals were brought before 
the annual meeting of the Associated Chambers of Commerce in April 
last, and on the motion of Mr. 8. F. Butcher, of Bury, seconded by 
Mr. Harold D. Bateson, they were unanimously adopted and subse 
quently forwarded to the Treasury. The Council of the Law Society 
also informed the Treasury that they were in accord with the pro 
posals. A deputation on the subject (which was attended by Mr 
Butcher and Mr. Bateson) was receive1 by the Chancellor of the Ex 
chequer on 24th July, 1918 

Committes on Increase of Rent, de., Act, as Amended 
this year, the Minister of Reconstruction appointed a committee with 
the following reference :—‘‘ Te consider the legislation embodied in the 
Increase of om and Mortg we Interest (War Restrictions) Act, 1915, 
as amended, in relation to the housing of the working classes afier the 
war, and to recommend what steps, if any, should be taken to remove 
any difficulties which may arise in connection therewith."’ As 
reference comprised matters closely affecting the profession, the com. 
mitkee decided that it was very desirable that their views should be 
placed before the Reconstruction Committee, and they prepared a 
report, prints of which were sent to the secretary of the committee, 
together with an offer to send a witness to give evidence if desired. 
The report, which was eonfined principally to matters connecied with 
loans on mortgage, explained generally the position of morigagees who 
have lent money on the classes of property coming within the scope of 
the Acts. The following are the views and conclusions of the com- 
mittee, as summarized in the report :—{1) That many classes of houses 
come within the scope of the Acte which are not houses tenanted by the 
working classes in the ordinary acceptation of such expression and that, 
as regards mortgages on such houses, the provisions of the Acta should 
not be varied to the detriment of the mortgagee. 2) That pror w 
the war there was an abundam supply of trust and other money avail 
able at low rates of interest and at moderate expense for mortgages on 
emal] houses, and that it is important that nothing should be done which 
will prevent such funds being so available in the Satute (3) That mort- 
gagees have already suflered substantial loss owing to the low rate of 
interest which they have been receiving during the war and will 
continue to receive until at least six months after ite termination, and 
that they have in all cases a just claim to have such rate of interest 
increased as soon as the restrictions of the 19165 Aci expire. (4) That 
only a small increase in rents is necessary to enable mortgagees and 
owners to recetve an adequate increased return on their investmenta, 
and that it is desirable that such increase should be paid rather than 
that the supply of houses in the future should suffer,*and that the only 


Early 


the 





142 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. Dec. 14, 1918 








permanent solution of housing difficulties hes in wages being such as to 
allow the payment of economic rente. (5) That if it is thought desirable 
in any casé to impose a restriction on the calling in of mortgages, such 
restriction should ‘be on the lines of that now mnposed by the Courts 
(Emergency Powers) Act, 1914, so that the court should have a full 
discretion to deal with each case on its merits. Prints of the report 
were also sent to all the provincial law societies with a request that 
they would co-operate in bringing the views of the profession before 
- Reconstruction Committee, a course which many of the societies 
lve vd 6 “ j ' 


Committee on the lequisition of Land for Public Purposes 
(Ministry of  Heconstruction).—Last year the Lord Chancellor 
app mted a Departmenta!] Committee, with Mr. Leslie Scott, K.C., 
M.P., as chairman, “to consider and report upon the defecis in the 
existing system of law and practice involved in the acquisition and 
valuation of land for public purposes, and to recommend any changes 
that may be desirable in the public interest.’’ The first report of the 
commattee, which wae issued in January last, e the opinion 
that some simpler, more uniform and less costly procedure for acquiring 
and valuing land for public purposes was essential, and it contained 
mporvant suggestions in that direction. 


Mr. Dixon H. Davies, the solicitor to the Great Central Railway 
Company and a member of the Departmental Committee, expressed a’ 
desire to obtain the views of the profession in Liverpool on the subject, 
and a meeting of the members was accordingly held on 26th June, 
when Mr. Davies delivered an address on “ The orm of Private Bill 
Legislation and ite Decentralization,’’ in which he dealt with the objec- 
tions to the existing procedure for acquiring and valuing land for public 
purposes, and explained the remedies suggested in the Departmental 
Committee's report. A resolution was passed at the meeting approving 
in principle the recommendations of the report and urging the Govern- 
ment to take prompt steps for giving legislative effect thertto. The 
resolution was forwarded to the secretary of the Departmental Com- 
mittee. 


tppearances to Originating Summonses Issued out of the Liver- 
pool and Manchester Diatrict Registrve s -Early thig year a com- 
munication was addressed by the Council of the Law Society to the Lord 
Chancellor pointing out that, while an appearance to a writ issued out 
of a district registry, if the defendant resides outeide the district, may be 
entered either in London or in the district registry, a respondent to an 
originating summons issued out.of a district registry who does not reside 
within the district can only enter an appearance in the registry of issue, 
and suggesting that the practice as to appearances to originating sum- 
monses should be assimilated to the practice with regard to write. The 
jurisdiction to issue originating summonecs in district registries was 
originally conferred by the rules of the Supreme Court, May, 1887. This 
jurisdiction, which is confined to the Liverpool and Manchester Registries, 
formed part of a carefully considered scheme to provide facilities which 
were needed to meet the special requirements of Lancashire, and was one 
of the results of a strong movement in Parliament for permanent sittings 
of the High Court at Liverpool and Manchester. The committee ~ 
tained the co-operation of the committee of the Manchester Law Society 
in opposing the Law Society’s suggestion, with the result that the 
Council intimated to the Lord Chancellor that they desired that no 
further ‘steps should be taken towards giving effect -to it. 


Trial of Admiralty Actions.—The eommittee’s attention was 
directed to the delay which occurs before an action can be tried in the 
Admiralty Court, owing partly to the increase in the number of coilision 
cases ayd partly to a large portion of the time of the court being taken up 
with prize cases. In reply to a communication which the committee 
addressed to the Lord Chancellor in July last, they were informed that 
the matter*had been under consideration, and that arrangements had been 
made by which Mr. Justice Roche would be available for the trial of 
Admiralty actions, in addition to the President and Mr. Justice Hill, and 
earlier fixtures would be made for the trial of Admiralty cases. 


Notices Demanding Payment of Debts.—The committee's attention 
was called to a printed notice demanding payment of an account, which 
had been sent ‘by a Liverpool tradesman to a customer. As the notice 
appeared to the committee to be a colourable imitation of the forms 
authorized for use by the county court, they brought the matter to the 
notice of the judges. The sender of the notice was ordered to appear 
before Judge Shand to explain his conduct, and undertook to discontinue 
the practice and to destroy the stock of forms in his possession. 


Law Agents.—The Council of the Law Society called the attention of 
the Associated Provincial Law Societies to a prospectus issued by a firm 
of law agents in London to the profession offering to do work which the 
Law Society had been advised by counsel] could only jbe done by duly 
qualified solicitors. The committee were subsequently requested the 
hon. secretaries of the Associated Societies to communicate with the 
members of this society on the matter, and they according by addressed 
a circular letter to the members urging them not to entrust any legal 
business to law agents, the undertaking of which iby them would offend 
against the provisions of any statute, and to support only those law agents 
who confine themselves to their legitimate business. As to the class of 
business which law agents can legally undertake, the memberg ‘were 
referred to in the circular to the leading case of The Law Society v. 


Wate tlow, Brothem. d Layton (reported in am R. 9 Q B. D.. p. : and 


Mr. Justice P. O. Lawrence as a 
Junior. 

Alderman Mather, of Liverpool, says the Liverpool Daily Post, has 
an interesting recollection of the newly-appointed Chancery Judge. 
About thirty years ago, when Mr. P. O. Lawrence had only just 
begun to practise in the Palatine Court, the alderman, acting as 
agent for London solicitors, wrote that he had delivered their brief 
to ‘‘Mr. Lawrence, whom he considered one of the best counsel in 
the Court.”’ In reply he received a letter from the senior member 
of the firm saying that he would have preferred being consulted 
as to the selection of counsel before the brief had been delivered, as 
he did not know anything about ‘“ Mr. Lawrence,” and he had 
special reasons for wishing the brief to be withdrawn, and handed 
instead to a young nephew of his, Mr. Paul Ogden Lawrence, whom 
he wished to recognize. The alderman replied that the ‘ M: 
Lawrence whom he considered as one of the best counsel in the 
court,’ he was glad to find, was the same person as the young nephew 
the London solicitor wished to recognize, and that therefore there 
would be no necessity to withdraw the brief. 





The Kaiser and the Right of 
Hospitality. 


The Zimes special correspondent at The Hague, in a message dated 
10th December, says :— 

In the Second Chamber to-day the Prime Minister made a state 
ment in regard to the ex-Kaiser’s presence in Holland. 

It would have been agreeable to the Government, he said, if the 
ex-Kaiser had not sought a refuge in Holland. When he came ne 
came as a private person. After his abdication on 9th November 
there could no longer be any question of internment, and rejecting 
him was not possible. On the ground of the age-long tradition of the 
right of hospitality the Government could not adopt any other stand 
point than that of the right of hospitality and the accomplished fact 
The Government must emphatically repudiate any attempt to convey 
on this account an idea of non-neutrality. The present regulation 
of the position of the ex-Kaiser is, however, provisional. The course 
of domestic and foreign events must be awaited. No objection to 
the ex-Kaiser’s stay had been made by any foreign Power. An 
eventual request that he should be given up will be put to the test 
of law and treaty. It was possible that foreign Governments would 
desire to enter into consultation with the Netherlands Government 
concerning the place which should be definitely assigned the ex-Kaiser 
as a place of abode. The Netherlands Government might not decline 
such a consultation if a solution was found consistent with honour 
and legality. Meanwhile in no case would it be tolerated that the 
ex-Kaiser should exert influence on policy in any country. 











Slav and Italian Claims. 


The Times correspondent at Milan, in a message dated 3rd Decem 
ber, says :— 

Signor Luciano Magrini, the special correspondent of the Secolo 
sends from Agram an account of an interview he had on 20th Novem- 
ber with M. Pribitchevitch, Vice-President of the Yugo-Slav National 
Council, who complained of the occupation of. certain places by the 
Italian forces and dwelt on the necessity of avoiding further incidents 
which tended to cause bad feeling between the two ples. 

We wish to live, he said, in friendship with the Italians, but 
we cannot forget that Dalmatia is Slav, that Fiume is the lung of 
Yugo-Slavia, and that both therefore must belong to us. We shall 
respect the Italian minorities who will be included in our territory. 
Both Zara and Fiume shall enjoy cultural freedom and municipal 
autonomy. We do not doubt that the same treatment will be accorded 
to the Slav minorities in Italian territory. We understand and fully 
recognize your right to Trieste and Pola, and we wish that our 
right te Dalmatia and Fiume shall be equally recognized in Italy. 

We also, unfortunately, have our imperialists who claim Trieste 
and Pola, but the National Yugo-Slav Council will not be influenced 
by them. For us Trieste and Pola belong, de facto et de jure, to 
Italy. : 

And in a message of the following day the same ‘correspondent 
says :— 

The Secolo- returns in its leading article to the thorny question 
of Italo-Yugo-Slav relations. It says that the present difficulties are 
the best proof of the soundness of the policy of conciliation which 
it has always advocated, for the difficulties which have arisen show 
that the Adriatic problem is really one of the .most complicated 
and insidious that can be faced. The main. grievances of the Yugo- 
Slavs at the moment are the coincidence of the boundary line fixed 
by the armistice with the line of the Treaty of London and the 
pecupation of Fiame. As to the former, the Secolo remarks that, 4# 
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declared in a Note issued by the Italian Government, the armistice 
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line was chosen for military reasons only, and must not be taken as 
the future frontier line. As to Fiume, the Secolo would have pre- 
ferred that the occupation of places along the coast had been made 
by Allied, and not by Italian, troops. 

Under a relaxed censorship régime {it contiuues] we hope to be 
allowed to speak our mind frankly. We were always opposed to the 
Sonnino policy. We never approved of the Treaty of London, a secret 
treaty placing no moral obligation upon the Italian people, just as 
the secret treaty of the Triple Alliance had no moral binding force. 
We are convinced that in the interests of Italy the London Treaty 
ought not to be applied in its entirety, even if it could be. But, 
having said this, we wish to say with the same frankness to the 
Yugo-Slavs and to some of our Allied writers that they do not always 
deal with the problem of Italian and Yugo-Slav relations in a way 
best calculated to avoid misunderstanding and friction. 


Alsace-Lorraine’s Choice. 


The Times correspondent at Paris, in a message dated 8th Decem 
ber, says :— 

On 5th December the members of the National Assembly met at 
Strasbourg, and unanimously voted a solemn declaration as follows : 

The National Assembly, anxious not to allow the least doubt ‘to 
subsist in France, or among the Allied nations, neutrals, or the enemy, 
as to the true and actual sentiments of Alsatians and Lorrainers, 
places it on record that the neutralist agitation was the work of a 
minute minority of German agents, and declares solemnly that, as 
the faithful mouthpiece of the abiding and irreducible determination 
of the population of Alsace and Lorraine, already expressed in 1871 
by their representatives at the Assembly at Bordeaux, it regards 
for ever as inviolable and imprescriptible the right of Alsatians and 
Lorrainers to remain members of the French family. The 
Assembly esteems it to be its duty before adjourning to proclaim 
in its turn that Alsace and Lorraine are once more under the egis 
of right, and are indisputably and definitely reunited with France. 

This manifestation is all the more significant inasmuch as it 
comes from representatives elected under the German Administration 
There can, therefore, be no question of tricked elections. They were 
nominated in October, 1911, under the régime of the new constitution 
which had been granted to the Reichsgebiet in the previous May. 
The Germans and their friends are never tired of demanding that 
Alsace-Lorraine should take its choice by plébiscite; now their wishes 
have been more than met, and the reply is unanswerable 





Legal News, 
Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


Joun FREDERICK Hopeson and Josepn Pickavance, Solicitors (Hodg- 
son & Pickavance), Barrow in Furness. Oct. 18. (Gazette, Dec. 10. 





General. 


At the Central Criminal Court, on the 6th inst 
before Judge Rentoul, the trial continued of Edward Kates 
Snell, fifty-two, merchant, on bail, on a charge of reeeiving twenty five 
pieces of shirting, which had been stolen from the premises of D 
& J. Anderson (London) (Limited). The defendant pleaded ‘‘ Not 


, Says the 7'imes, 
was 


National | 


guilty.”” In evidence he said that he bought the goods in the ordinary 
course of business, and did not know they were stolen. The hearing 
of the case occupied three days. After deliberating in private for 
some time the jury intimated that they were unable to agree 
upon a verdict. Judge Rentoul remarked that in former days when 
juries could not agree they used to lock them up until they almost 
starved to death. He discharged the jury from giving a verdict. The 
case was adjourned until the next Sessions that the prosecution might 
consider whether the indictment should be tried again The defendant 
was admitted to bail 


At Bow-street Police Court on Tuesday, says the Times, before 
Mr. Graham Campbell, Oswald Milne, of Clement's Inn, Strand, and 
Weybridge, Surrey, was summoned by the Director of Public Prosecu 
tions for having, as a trustee, in December, 1916, appropriated to 
his own use and benefit £195 9s. 5d., received by him for the 
of Nellie Clews, and £515 10s. ld. received by him for the benefit of 
Clara Donlon; also £906 Os. ld. received by him for and on account 
of Charles Milne and Frederick Alexander Milne, £147 13s. 4d 
received by him for and on account of Benjamin Hall Blyth, and 
£467 received by him for and on account of Frank Alexander Milne 
and Mary I. Milne. Mr. H. D. Roome, prosecuting, said that th» 
defendant admitted a solicitor in 1881, and had practised at 
Clement's Inn in partnership with his brother, Wilfred Milne, down 
to August, 1907, when the partnership was dissolved. Afterwards 
the defendant continued to practise by himself under the name and 
style of Milne and Milne until March, 1917, when a receiving order 
in bankruptcy was made against him, and under that order he was 
eventually adjudicated a bankrupt. The charges preferred 
under the Larceny Acts, and referred to moneys amounting in the 
aggregate to over £2,000 belonging to his clients and which had been 
received by him in two of the cases as himself a trustee and in the 
remaining three as solicitor to other trustees 
was given, and the hearing was adjourned till 31st December 

Sir Ralph Neville, of Banstead Place, Surrey, Senior Judge of the 
Chancery Division of the High Court, formerly Liberal M.P. for 
the Exchange Division of Liverpool, who died on Wth October, aged 
seventy, has left estate of the value of £102,274, the net personalty 
being £84,323. 


The Central Control Board (Liquor Traffic) issue the following 


use 


was 


were 


cases Some evidence 


statistics of convictions for drunkenness in the scheduled areas of 
Great Britain : 
Armistice week, ending 17th November, 1918 836 
Following week, ending 24th November, 1918 776 


The appended 


averages 


comparisons are noted, the totals being weekly 


Four weeks before armistice week 742 
1918 (up to 10th November) 912 
1917 a 1,454 
«1916 2,434 
1915 ... 3,956 
Sir Samuel Thomas Evans, President of the Probate, Divorce, and 
Admiralty Court, of Lancaster-gate, Hyde Park; W., Liberal M.P. 
for Mid Glamorganshire, 1890-1910, who died on 13th September 


has left property of the value of £49,736, the net personalty being 


£34,020. He bequeathed 100 volumes of his books to the second son of 
Mr. John William Nicholas, and the remainder to the National 
Library of Wales; and the residue of his property, subject to legacies 
to two sisters and the execators, in trust for his wife during widow 


hood, and then for his daughter on attaining twenty-five years of age 
Should she die under that age without leaving issue, then one-fourth is 
to go as she may direct, and the remainder in trust for the 
and maintenance of a hospital, infirmary, or 


erection 


nursing home at the 
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testator’s native place, Skewen, for the benefit of the inhabitants there. 
A codicil finishes, “ If cremated, ashes to be scattered, not collected, 
simplest burial, no unnecessary fuss, no flowers.” 

Mr. John D. Wallis, a member of the Council of the Surveyors’ 
Institution, at a meeting of the Institution on Monday, read a paper 
on the first report of the committee dealing with the law and practice 
relating to the acquisition and valuation of land for public purposes. 
He said that if Parliament, by a general Act, authorized the 
acquisition of land compulsorily by Government departments, local 
authorities, private companies, and individual promoters, for recog- 
nized duties and purposes, then it seemed to be entirely unnecessary 
that each particular application for land should need private Bill 
legislatior It work which might well be done by properly 
constituted tribunals exercising judicial powers, sitting locally where 
ind carrying out their duties expeditiously and without 
t to the promoters 


was 


desirable 
undue co 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Mr. Justice 
SARGANT 
Mr. Synge 
Bloxam 
Borrer 
Goldschmidt 
Leach 


Charch 


APPrekAL Court Mr. Justice 
No. 1 Eves. 

Mr. Goldschmidt Mr. Borrer 
Leach Goldschmidt 
Charch Leach 
Farmer Charch 
Jolly Farmer 
Synge Jolly 


EMERGENCY 
ROTA 

16 Mr. Leach 

7 Charch 

Farmer 
Jolly 
"Synge 

Bloxam 


Date 


Monday.. Dec 
Tuesday ...... 17 
Wetnesday .. 18 
Thursday .,.. 19 
Friday.... 0 
Saturday .. 1 


Mr. Justice “Mr. Justice P. 0. 
PETERSON, LAWRENCE. 


Mr. Farmer Mr. Charch 
Jolly Farmer 
Synge Jolly 
Bloxam Synge 
Borrer Bloxam 
Goldschmidt Borrer 


Mr. Justice 
Younomr. 
Mr. Jolly 
Synge 
Bloxam 
Korrer 
Goldschmi It 
Leach 


Mr. Justice 

ASTBURY 
| Mr. Bloxam 

Borrer 
Goldach midt 
Leach 
Church 
Farmer 


Date 


Monday .. Dee 
Tuesday 
Wednesday 
Thursday 
Friday 
Saturday 


° . ° 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LIMrrép 1m CHANCERY. 
London Garette.—Privay, Dec 6 

Reta Mines, Ltp. (IN VoLuntary Liqurpatron).—Creditors are required, on dr 
before Feb 15, to send thelg names-and addresses, and the pirticalars of their debts 
or claims, to Messrs George Abercromby Mitchell and Thomas Barnett Ramsay Scott, 
2, Suffolk In, liquidators 

r. H. Winttiams &)Co (Lonpon), L' p.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 7, to 
sendin theirnames ani addresses, and the particulars of thir debts or elaims, to 
Thomas Howell Wililams, c.o. Alfre! H. Atkins, Lt |., 27 & 28, Fetter In, liquidator. 

JOINT STOCK COMPANIE4, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
London Gazette.—TUBSDAY, Dec. 10. 

R BARRETT & Sos, Lrp. (IN LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, on or before 
Jan 8, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Howard Forester Knight and Charles Herbert Banyard, Beech ct, Peech st 
Barhican, liqul ‘ator. ‘ 

Naw E«sratps Co, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 13, to send their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred W Sully, 19- 
21, Queen Victoria at, liquidator. 

WESTGATE ON- Sta LAND & HUILDING Co, Ltp.—Creditérs are required, on or before 
Jao 14, to send their names and addresses, and pariculars of their debts or claims, to 
Ernest Layton Bonnett, 31-32, | road st av, liquidator. 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily, 


Londen Gazette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 6 

English Electrical Co, Ltd. 

Runcorn & Helsby Red Sandstone Co, Ltd. 
Kast Morley & bradford Deposit Bank, Ltd. 
Castle Steam Trawiers, Ltd. 


Kia Gold Dredging Co, Ltd. 
Worksop Horsekeepers’ Insurance Co, Ltd, 
Richards, Turpin & Co, Ltd. 
W. &G. Suszard, Ltd. 
Polvarth Steamship Co, Ltd 
London Gazette.—TOERsDAY, Dec. 10. 


Crosby Trading Co, Ltd North Yorkshire Steam Road Roller Co, 
Scarborough Model Lodging House Co, Ltd. Lt! 

Chester Engineering Co, Ltd. 
rhomas’s Creameries, Lt |. 


Riverhead Tannery Co, Ltd. 
Ashanti Development, Lid. 
William Radcliffe & Sons, Ltd. 


Winding-up Enemy Businesses. 
London Gazette.—Turspar, Dec. 10. 


ANGLo BRLGIAN STorEs, L7D.—C editors are required, on or before Jan 18, to send their 
nam § an 1 addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. James Fabian 
27, Ciement's In. liquidator. ’ 

bate ya Co, ——— editors are required,on or before Jan 18, to send their names 
and aidresses,ani the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. J 27 
Clement's In, liquidator, ——e 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day oF CLAIM. 
London Gazette. —Fripar, Dec. 6. 
ASHWORTH, PHILIPPA, Avonmore rd, West Kensington Jan 15 Christopher & Son, 5, 
Argyll pi 
Bakga, Revd. ARNOLD Smart, Hampton Court Green Jan 15 Upperton & Bacon 


Brighton 

BAKER, WILLIAM, Broad Oak, nr Newnham, Glos Jan 6 
1am 

BLADES, ELIZA CAROLINE ANN, Sutton, Surrey Jaa 15 Manns & Longden, 4B, Fred 
erick’s p 

BLENKINGOP, WILLIAM, Middlesbrouzh, Iron Merchant Dec 31 Herbert Outhwaite 
Middlesbrough 

BOOMER, MARTHA SOPHIR, Scrope bldgs, Clerkenwell Jan6 Quicke & Card, 11, Milk 
st bidgs 

Bowrw, JouN. Birkdale Jan10 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

BRAMLEY-Moork, Rev WILLIAM JOSEPH, Russell sq Jan 11 Geo Robt Hubbard, 40, 
Chancery In 

BRANT, SIDNEY GEORGE, Birmingham Jan 6 Evershed & Tomkinson, Birmingham 

Brewer, HENRY JAMES, Oxford ter, Paddingten Jan 4 Stanley Evans & Co, W & 22 
Theobald'’s rd, Bedford row 

BRIDGFORD,| FREDERICK, Didsbury Ballock, Worthington & Jackson, 


Manchester 
BRYAN-BROWN, GUY SPENCER, Christchurch, New Zealand Feb 7 King Adams & Co, 


5, Dowgate hill, Cannon st 
Carr, Jon, Gosforth, Colliery Watchman Dec 81 Dickinson, Miller & Turnbull, 
E Lee Michell, 


Haines & Sumner, Newn 


Jan 27 


Newcastle upon Tyne 

CHAPLIN, ROBERT WILLIAM, 
Wellinzton 

CurTISs, CHARLES, Sunbury, Middles:x, Licensed Victualler Dec 81 Reed & Reed, 1, 
Guildh«ll chmbrs 

DAVIDSON, FxEDeERICK MAITLAND, Palace Gardens-terr, Kensington Jan 1 Dawes & 
Sons, 2, Birchia In 

Epe, EMILY, Birmingham Feb 1. J Rigbey, Son & Brown, Birmingham 

Ja0QuES, JAMES, Manchester, Coal Merchant Jan 10 Bingham, Hall & Ritchie, 


Manchester 
LAMBERT, JOSEPH ;MERRITT, Manchester, Commercial Traveller Jan 11 R Newton 


Rhodes &{ Hall, liradford 
MARRIOTT, CHARLES, Lucterworth, JP Baker, Freeman & Watson, 0 
Milne, Bury & 


Halesworth rd, Lewisham Jan 10 


Jan @ 
Abcharch In 

MELLER, JonN GALLOWAY, Old Trafford, Lancs, Land Agent 
Lewis, Manchester 

MICHELL, Rev EARDLEY WILMoT, Bury St Edmunds Jan 15 Williams & James, Ner 


foik House, Thames Embkt 
MIDDLETON, FR DERICK THomas, Tunbridge Wells Jan 5 Francis & Crookenden, 23, 


Lincoin's Inn fi-ids 
NORMAN, §FRANCIS MARTIN, Berwick upon Tweed, JP Jan 10 Sanderson, Tiffen & 


Heuderson, Berwick upon Tweed 
PALMER, MARGARET ANNE, Cambridge Jan 11 Henry John Whitehead & Son, 


Cambridge 
PARTRIDGE, WILTTAM EDWARD, and Mary PARTRIDGE, Birmingham, Inventor 


Jan 31 


Jan 


Reed, Ryder & 


Jan 12 & Hawes, 117 


12 Thomas Coates, Birmingham 
PFISTER, EMILE, Wickham rd, Brockley Jan 15 Witty & = Fenchurch blidgs 
ROTHERA, FRANK, Beeston, Notts, WMD 
Batesons, Warr & 
SCARLETT, JAMES, Hanworth, Middx Dec 31 Harston & Bennett, 4, Bishopsgate 
TRAVERS, IRENE MADRLINE, Uacwood ct, Kensington Jan 10 Martin & Nicholson, 
Queen st 
Jan 6 
WHARAM, George, Kingston upon Hull Jani Laverack, Son & Wray, Hull 
London Gazetta.—TuEspay, Dec. 10. 
BaIN, ELIzaperta, Clifton hill, St John’s Wood Jan 11 ‘thompson, Hill & Kirtley, % 
BINGHAM, RicHaRD, Dronfield Woo:house, Derby Jan 21 Lucas & Lucas, Sheffield 
BURLS, LovIs WILLIAM EMMANUEL, Shortlands, Kent Jan 31 Cooper, Wriker & Hall, 
Coie, Taomas, Ye'verton, Devon, Farmer Jan 10 Shelley & Johns, Piymouth 
Arundel » 

Jan 6 RS8 Walker, Howard Hous, 
Dawsen, Ema, Stainland, Yorks Jan 11 
Fox, THomas PsErcy, Chislehurst, Kent Baker, Blaker 

3) 

HALE, TeRtSA, Bramber, Sussex Jan 23 Sam! Price & Sons, Worcester House, Wal 


Payne, Joun, Ilfracombe, Builder Dec 31 L A Blackmore, Ilfracombe 
Peery, Frances MARY, Bristoi Jan 7 W HH Brown & Son, Bristo} 
PHILiips, WILLIAM, Swansea, retired Bniider Dec 20 icton, Evans & Jone, 
Swansea 
Jan5 Rothera & Sons, Nottingham , 
SAVAGE, WILLIAM ALFRED, Appleton, Chester, Shipbroker Jan 15 
Wimshurst, Liverpool 
SMITH, ELLES, Bournemouth Jan 15 Freich & Haines, Boscombe, Bournemouth 
SMITH, THouas, Birmingham, Builder Dec 31 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 
29, Queen st 
TRAVERS, LucY SANFORD, Oakwood ct, Kensington Jan 10 Martin & Nicholson, 2 
Trevor, Tcopor, Virginia Water, Surrey Blount, Lynch & Petre, 48, Albe- 
marie st 
WILLIaM3, Gorge WILLIAM, South Tottenham Jan 7 Walter H Cowl, 103, Bow rd 
Witsos, Jous, Holker Dec 31 Frank Taylor & Son, Barrow ia Furness 
ALDERSON, REGINALD LiIppoN, Gloucesterp] Jan7 Bird & Bird, Gray'sinn 
Avery, WILLI\M Jenn, Fishponds, Bristol Jan 15 George J Hobbs, Bristol 
Raymond bidgs 
BAKER, WINI*tRED, South Shields Dec3i W EO Scott & Son, South Shields 
BROUGHALL, GeorG@R, Worfield, nr Bridgnorth, Salop, Farmer Jan 30 Sam‘ Bt Willisms, 
Broadsiairs 
7, Birchin lo 
CARMAN, Davip Jous, Westbourne rd, Forest Hill Jan4 H 8 A Foy, 4, Walbrook 
CortaM, MaRGaRRT, Golder. Green Jan 10 Churchill, Smaliman & Co, 1, Broad 
Cortoy, Ropgsrt? HUGH ALBAN, Dorvillerd, Hammersmith Jan 20 Mowli & M 
Cox, Huxry, Hampstead Heath, Showman 
Arundel st 
Fisher & Co, Huddersfield 
EsGLisH, WILLIAM HALL, North Shields, Licensed Vietualier Dec 23 
Meikle, North Shielis 
Canno: st 
Greens, MARY, Preston Jané John Cookson, Presto 
brook 
HALL, ELIZABETH BLL'son, Manchester Dec 81 H Bostock, Hyde 


HARDMAN, SARAH, Fulwood, Lancs Jan6& Joha Cookson, Preston 
HarwakD, Leonard, Tottenham Dec 31 Clarke, Lewthwaite & Co, 3, Duncan st 


Islington 
Hers, SopHia Lorp, 8t Annes on the Sea, Lancs Dec 31 Lonsdale & Grey, St Annes On 


the Sea 
Horne, EvizaseTH Doveias, Salisbury Jan15 Watkins, Baylis & Chidson, 11, Sack- 


ville st 
sees -* ~ see PaTEeR, Bromley, Kent Jan 14 Hore & Co, 48, Lincoln's ina 
e 


JAMES, ALBERT Jom" STANLEY, Bournemouth Jan6é J M B Turner, Bournemoutt, 
Kine, Rev REGINALD Vivian. Eighton Banks, Durham Jan 6 Nicholson & M 
Newcastle upon Tyne 








